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Call  to  Order:     2:15  P.M. 


Present:       President  Jeffrey  Lee,  Vice  President  Charna  E.  Staten, 
Commissioner  H.  Welton  Flynn,   Commissioner  Arthur  V. 
Toupin,  Commissioner  Mark  W.  Buell 

On  motion  of  Staten,   seconded  by  Buell,   the  Minutes  of  the  special 
meetings  of  December  17,   21,   and  28,    1987  were  approved. 

A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 

RESOLUTION 
NO. 

On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Flynn,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted  in  Executive  Session: 


88-0U02 


GM 


Appointing  Dean  Coffey  to  serve  as  Acting  General 
Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  effective  upon  adoption 
of  this  resolution. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,   Flynn,   Toupin,  Buell 


86-0001 


MR 


On  motion  of  Staten,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Requesting  the  Controller  to  draw  warrants  in  payment 
of  claims  against  the  Municipal  Railway,  totaling 
$122,500. 


VOTE: 


Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,   Flynn,   Toupin,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Staten,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0003        MR      Approving  Revolving  Fund  payments  made  by  the 

Manager,  Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts,  totaling 
$140,460.88,  for  settlement  of  claims  against  the 
Municipal  Railway,   in  the  month  of  November,  1987. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,   Flynn,   Toupin,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Staten,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0004        MR      Approving  compromise  settlements  in  the  amount  of 

$954.93  and  collections   in  the  amount  of  $10,907.02, 
for  payment  of  damage  claims  which  the  Municipal 
Railway  has  against  miscellaneous  debtors,    for  the 
month  of  December,  1987. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,   Flynn,   Toupin,  Buell 


88-002 


On  motion  of  Staten,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  876,  Treat  Avenue 
Facility  -  Site  Preparation. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,  Staten,   Flynn,  Toupin,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Staten,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No .  7  91,  Moccas in-Newar k 
Transmission  Line  -  Paint  Towers . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,  Staten,   Flynn,   Toupin,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Staten,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Hetch  Hetchy  Water 
and  Power  Contract  No.   HH-790,   installation  of  four 
horizontal  drains  for  the  Early  Intake  Access  Road, 
Tuolumne  County,   as  satisfactorily  completed; 
approving  Credit  Contract  Modification  No.   1  in  the 
amount  of  $7,695.00;  and  authorizing  final  payment  in 
the  amount  of  $575.25  to  Jensen  Drilling  Company, 
Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,  Staten,   Flynn,   Toupin,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Staten,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  Deputy  General  Manager  and  Chief 
Engineer  to  execute  Amendment  No.   1  to  the  existing 
EXP  Associates  professional  services  agreement  to 
perform  an  environmental  review  of  the  Pulgas  Temple 
sites  for  the  Crystal  Springs  Water  Treatment  Plant, 
for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $14,300. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,   Flynn,   Toupin,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Staten,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  Acting  Deputy  General  Manager  to 
execute  an  amendment  to  the  agreement  with  Foster 
Engineering,   for  performing  design  and  field 
engineering  services  on  an  "As  Needed"  basis, 
extending  the  completion  date  of  the  agreement  from 
December   31,   1987  to  May  31,  1988. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,    Flynn,    Toupin,  Buell 


88-003 


88-UUlO         F        Approving  and  requesting  Controller's  concurrence  in 
substituting  a  new  Rule  7  of  the  Rules  and 
Regulations,   Public  Utilities  Commission  Revolving 
Fund,  revising  signature  authorizations;  and 
requesting  reimbursement  for  miscellaneous  items. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,   Flynn,   Toupin,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0011         GM      Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  negotiate  and  execute  a  Professional  Services 
Contract  with  Planning  Collaborative  for  the  writing 
of  a   "Specific  Plan"   for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  lands   in  Pleasanton. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,   Flynn,   Toupin,  Buell 


At  3:42  P.M.  Commissioner  Flynn  was  excused  from  the 
meet  ing . 


On  motion  of  Buell,  seconded  by  Staten,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0012        GM      Approving  the  MUNI  Metro  Extension  financing  contract 
with  the  BART  District;  authorizing  the  General 
Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to  execute  the  contract; 
and  requesting  the  Mayor  to  recommend  it  to  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  for  their  consideration  and  action. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,   Toupin,  Buell 


At  3:52  P.M.     Commissioner  Flynn  returned. 

At  4:12  P.M.   Commissioner  Toupin  was  excused  from  the 

meeting . 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0013        MR      Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  negotiate  and  execute  a  Professional  Services 
Contract  with  Foster  Engineering,    Inc.,   in  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $53, 000.00,   to  provide  professional 
engineering  services  for  the  Muni  Metro  Centralized 
Traffic  Control  project,   for  a  period  of  60  calendar 
days . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,   Flynn,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0014        MR      Authorizing  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  to 
enter  into  a  contract  with  Transit  Maintenance 
Consulting   (TMC)   in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $116,850 
to  provide  engineering  services  to  develop 
procurement  specifications  for  articulated  and  diesel 
coaches . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,    Flynn,  Buell 


88-004 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0  015        MR      Author izing  the  General  Manager  of  Municipal  Railway, 
with  the  Mayor's  approval,  to  send  Municipal 
Railway's  motorized  cable  car  No.   062  along  with  two 
operators  to  Hong  Kong  for  the  purpose  of  assisting 
in  the  celebration  of  "San  Francisco  Week   in  Hong 
Kong"  during  the  week  of  February  7  -  14. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,  Staten,   Flynn,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted : 

88-0016        FM      Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  execute  contracts  with  Ferguson  and  Company  and 
Doyle ,  Williams  and  Company ,   total  not  to  exceed 
$250, 000,  to  provide  as -needed  auditing  and 
consulting  services,  for  a  term  to  expire  on  January 
31,  1990. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,  Staten,   Flynn,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Staten,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0017         EC      Authorizing  the  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  to 
negotiate  and  execute  a  Professional  Services 
Contract  with  John  Nimmons  and  Associates,   to  provide 
consulting  services  -  district  heating  and  cooling 
for  the  Mission  Bay  redevelopment  project . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,   Flynn,  Buell 


Copies  of  the  above  resolutions  are  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission. 

******** 

Announcement  of  Appointment 

President  Lee  announced  that  the  Commission  met  in  executive  session 
immediately  prior  to  this  meeting  and  appointed  Mr.   Dean  W.   Coffey  to 
serve  as  Acting  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities.     President  Lee 
welcomed  Mr.   Coffey  to  his  new  position. 

Resignation  of  General  Manager 

President  Lee  said  that  the  resignation  of  Mr.   Donald  Birrer  from  the 
General  Manager's  position  will  be  a  tremendous  loss  to  this  City, 
President  Lee  reflected  on  the  years  he  had  worked  with  Mr.  Birrer  in 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  and  Mr,  Birrer's  many  professional 
accompl ishments ,     He  said  that  Mr,   Birrer  was  one  of  the  most  capable 
managers  in  City  service. 

Members  of  the  Commission  commented  on  Mr.   Birrer's  loss  to  the 
department  and  to  the  City. 


88-005 


Commissoner  Toupin  praised  Mr.   Birrer  for  his  ability  to  take  a  broad 
view  of  the  effect  of  activities  on  the  City  as  a  whole  and  to  plan 
for  the  future.     He  said  that  his  foresight  would  be  missed. 

Commiss ioner  Staten  agreed  that  Mr.  Birrer's  foresight  was  remarkable 
and  very  necessary  to  a  department  like  Public  Utilities, 

Commissioner  Buell  described  Mr.  Birrer  as  one  of  the  brightest 
public  servants  with  whom  he  had  had  the  pleasure  of  working. 

Commissioner  Flynn  agreed  that  Mr.  Birrer  did  and  still  does  possess 
all  of  the  qualities  mentioned. 

******* 

Item  No.   17  --  To  consider  denying  the  appeal  of  the  Transit  Impact 
Development  Fee  for  328-332  Ritch  Street  and  approving  the  adoption 
of  a  net  increase  of  4,799.0  sq  ft  for  office  use  with  a  fee  of 
$23, 995  as  the  Final  Determination  for  the  project. 

Mr.   Larry  Mathews,   representing  328-332  Ritch  Street,   said  that  when 
the  bu i Id ing  was  used  as  a  bathhouse  there  were  approximately  300 
people  a  day,  7  days  a  week  using  the  building,  versus  27  people  who 
will  occupy  office  space.     Mr.   Mathews  asked  that  staff  compare  his 
building  to  the  one  at  139  Towns end  Street  which  has  a  much  lower 
assessment , 

Mr.   Marvin  Daly,  a  former  patron  of  the  bathhouse,   said  that  he  had 
visited  the  bathhouse  on  numerous  occasions,  at  least   100  times.  At 
lunch  time  there  would  be  about  100  people  there.     On  weekends  or 
"buddy  night "  there  were  people  waiting  in  line  to  get  in.     There  may 
have  been  100  people  on  each  of  the  three  floors. 

Mr .   Mathews  stated  that  the  ground  floor  will  be  rented  as  retail 
space  rather  than  office  space.     Therefore,  there  should  be  a 
reduction  in  the  fee . 

In  reply  to  questions  by  the  Commission,  Ms.  Julie  Ten  Eyck,  Deputy 
City  Attorney,   stated  that  the  Commission' s  function  is  to  affirm 
that  staff  has  applied  the  formulas  correctly  in  accordance  with  the 
ordinance ,     The  Commission  also  established  credits  for  prior  use. 
The  ordinance  does  not  contemplate  that  each  case  would  be  handled 
individually . 

Commissioner  Buell  requested  that  this  item  be  continued  for 
consideration  of  a  new  prior  use  category. 

******* 

Item  No.  12  —  Informational  presentation  on  the  PUC  staff  review  of 
the  Peninsula  Corridor  Joint  Power  Board's  Hill  International  study. 

Mr.  Douglas  Wright,  Director  of  Planning  and  Development ,  described 
the  project  as  a  1.89  mile  subway  extension  of  Caltrain  rail  service 
to  downtown  San  Francisco.     The  study  assumed  a  daily  train  schedule 
of  136  weekday  trains  with  service  every   3-5  minutes.     Ridership  was 
projected  to  increase  600%.     The  capital  cost  of  the  project  would  be 
$657  million. 

Ms,  Doris  Kahn,   Chair  of  the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission, 
stated  that  MTC  would  calendar  the  matter   in  the  near  future  and 
would  try  to  reach  a  regional  consensus  on  new  rail  starts. 


88-006 


Mr.  Wright  suggested  that  perhaps  future  studies  should  separate  the 
right-of-way  from  its  historic  use  and  consider  new  kinds  of  service 
related  to  the  kinds  of  travel  demand  on  the  peninsula. 

Commissioner  Staten  said  that  efforts  should  be  focused  on  the  issue 
of  mobility  rather  than  being  locked  into  this  one  way  of  getting 
commuters  to  downtown.     It  is  an  extremely  expensive  solution.  There 
are  other  possibilities  such  as  extending  Muni  Metro  to  the  Caltrain 
station  or  letting  the  private  sector  run  shuttles. 

Ms.   Kahn  said  that  there  needs  to  be  a  systemwide  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  prepared. 

Mr.   Norman  Rolfe,  of  San  Francisco  Tomorrow,   said  that  if  people 
don't  take  the  train  they  will  drive.     More  cars  coming  into  the  City 
would  require  an  additional  freeway  lane  in  each  direction  for 
approximately  20-40  miles  and  additional  garage  space  for  vehicle 
parking.     He  urged  consideration  of  the  Caltrain  extension  to 
downtown  San  Francisco , 


******** 


THEREUPON  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED:     4:36  P.M. 


ROMAINE  A.  BOLDRIDGE 
Secretary 
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January  8,  1988 


NOTICE  OF  EXECUTIVE  SESSION 


The  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  will  meet  in  executive  session  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  a 
personnel  matter,  on  Tuesday,  January  12,  1988,  at  1:30  P.M.,  in  Room  287, 
City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  California.     This  meeting  is  in  compliance  with 
California  Government  Code  Section  54957. 


ROMAINE  A.  BOLDRIDGE 
Secretary 


RAB:ava 

cc:     Members,  PUC 

George  Krueger 


287  CITY  HALL  •  SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA  94102  •  (415)554-7316 


CITY  AND  COUNTY   OF   SAN  FRANCISCO 


Date  PD  Settlement 


Resolution  No.        88-OOOIMR   1-12-88 

RESOLVED,       That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager  of 
Public  Utilities,    the  Manager,   Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts;  thereof 
and  the  City  Attorney,    this  Commission  approved  and  hereby  requests  the 
Controller   to  allot  funds  and  to  draw  warrants  against  such  funds  as  are 
or  will  be  available  in  payment  of  claims  against  the  Municipal  Railway. 

Acdt . No.  Accident  PI/ 

Claimant  &  Prayer  Type 

Non-litigated  Settlements 
None 

Li  tig a ted  Se  ttlemen ts 

Jack  A.   Giolitti             84B0673-3  1-3         11-  3-84         A               $  22,500.00 

$  58  ,  082.25 

Judgment 

Raymond  Betts                   83T1614-1  8-3           6-25-84         A  100,000.00 

$  500 ,000 .00 

(Plaintiff  to  pay  Worker's  Compensation  lien 
for  $56,199.48.) 


$122,500.00 


Total  Settlements :  ( 2 ) 


Index       560946       Sub-object  1450 


I  hereby  certify  that  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the 
Public /Wtilitieax  CcKhmjLSsion  at  its  meeting  of  January  12,  1988 


1-12-88 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0002 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  resignation  of  Donald  J.  Blrrer  from  the  position  of 
General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  has  been  accepted  with  regret, 
effective  January  8,  1988;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mr.  Blrrer  had  127  days  of  vested  sick  leave  credits  for 
which  he  is  entitled  to  compensation;  and 

WHEREAS,  Normally  the  replacement  of  an  employee  receiving 
compensation  for  in  lieu  of  sick  leave  credits  cannot  be  made  until  such 
payment  has  been  recovered  from  appropriations  made  for  personal 
services,  except  where  the  department  requirements  are  such  that  said 
position  must  be  filled  Immediately;  and 

WHEREAS,  Loss  of  the  position  of  General  Manager  of  Public 
Utilities  over  such  a  prolonged  period  of  time  would  seriously  impact  the 
operations  of  the  departments  and  bureaus  under  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  hereby  appoints 
Dean  Coffey  to  serve  as  Acting  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities;  said 
appointment  to  be  effective  upon  adoption  of  this  resolution;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  requests  the  Mayor 
to  recommend  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  provide  funding  In  accordance 
with  Section  10,  Subsection  7  of  the  Annual  Appropriation  Ordinance  so 
that  this  position  may  be  filled  immediately. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of    JANUARY    12  mB 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  U I ILI I  lES  COMMISSION 

CriY  AND  COUHl  Y  OF  SAN  PRANCISCO 


RESOLUIION  No.88"^QP_3 


RESOLVED,       That  this  Commission  hereby  approves, 
in  accordance  with  Resolution  No.    77-0184,  adopted 
April   12,    1977,   payment  of  claims  in  the  amount  of 
$140,460.88,   made  by  the  Municipal  Railway,   month  of 
November,   1987,   per  Revolving  Fund  Direct  Payment  Nos.: 
CL0096,   CLOlOO,   CLOlOl  and  CL0107. 


ym\m^.  12 1988 


S<'t  t»  la!  \.  Jii'ilf  I  '  It'll!!  ■  <  "ui  :nff:r/"fl 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCtSCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  8R-0004 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities.  Department  Managers,  and  the 
City  Attorney,  hereby  approves  compromise  settlements.  Month  of 
December  1987,  total  amount  billed:    $1,505.99  total  compromise 
settlements:    954.93  and  approves  collections  Month  of  December 
1987,  amount  of  $10,907,02,  for  payment  from  miscellaneous 
debtors,  per  lists  dated  January  4,  1988. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeHng  of  .<|\NUARY     ^  ^  ^^^^     


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Cmr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  88-0005 


WHEREAS,  Under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  876,  general 
demolition,  site  clearing,  and  pile  driving  are  to  be  performed  in 
preparation  for  the  general  construction  of  the  Treat  Avenue  Facility; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission,  before  acting  on  the  subject 
project,  does  hereby  certify  that  it  has  reviewed  and  considered  the 
information  contained  in  the  Final  Negative  Declaration  issued  by  the 
Department  of  City  Planning  on  January  17,  1986,  covering  this  project; 
and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  bid  call  for 
Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  876,  Treat  Avenue  Facility  -  Site 
Preparation. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

OANUARY  12J988 

at  its  meeting  of  unnuHr\  i 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.8R*^0006 


WHEREAS,  Under  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  791  approximately  135 
steel  transmission  towers  on  the  Moccasin-Newark  Transmission  Line  are  to 
be  painted;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Department  of  City  Planning  has  determined  that  this 
project  is  categorically  exempt  from  the  California  Environmental  Quality 
Act  under  Classes  Kb)  and  1(d),  as  set  forth  in  the  permanent  list  of 
categorical  exemptions  adopted  by  the  City  Planning  Commission  on  August 
28,  1980,  and  April  16,  1981;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Util ities  Commission  does  hereby 
authorize  bid  call  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  791,  Moccasin-Newark 
Transmission  Line  -  Paint  Towers. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  US  meeUn,  of  ^ARY     1  2  1988 


Secretary,  PuSlic  Utilities  Commisdon 


0643F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  OQQ*? 


RESOLVED,   That  this  Co»1ssion  accepts  the  work   performed  under 
Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.    HH-790,   the   installation  of 
four  horizontal  drains  for  the  Early  Intake  Access  Road.  Tuolu.ne  County 
as  satisfactorily  completed;  approves  Credit  Contract  Modification  Mo  1 
the  amount  of  $7,695.00;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  a.ount  of 
$575.25  to  the  Contractor.  Jensen  Drilling  Conpany. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  Us  meeUn,  of  OANUARY     12  1988  


Secretary,  Public  Utnities'l  ommissi 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  Na  8S~"0008 


WHEREAS,  This  Commission,  by  its  Resolution  No.  86-0374,  authorized 
the  Deputy  General  Manager  and  Chief  Engineer  to  execute  a  professional 
services  agreement  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $146,000  with  EIP 
Associates  to  prepare  the  Environmental  Impact  Report  (EIR)  for  the 
Crystal  Springs  Water  Treatment  Plant  (CSWTP);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Pulgas  Temple  area  has  been  subsequently  identified  as 
a  possible  area  for  the  CSWTP  and  requires  an  environmental  review;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  Deputy  General 
Manager  and  Chief  Engineer  to  execute  Amendment  No.  1  to  the  existing 
EIP  Associates  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $14,300. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

^     ,  JANUARY   12  1988 

at  its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

OTY  AND  COUNTY  Of  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  88"""0009 


WHEREAS,  Under  Resolution  No.  84-0390  adopted  on  July  31,  1984, 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  authorized  execution  of  an  agreement  in 
the  amount  of  $200,000.00,  with  Foster  Engineering  to  perform  design  and 
field  engineering  services  on  "As  Needed"  basis  related  to  the  Utilities 
Engineering  Bureau's  Engineering  and  Capital  Improvement  Projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  Under  Resolution  No.  87-0050  adopted  on  February  10, 
1987,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  authorized  the  extension  of  the 
completion  date  of  the  agreement  to  December  31,  1987,  and 

WHEREAS,  As  of  December  31,  1987,  the  amount  of  funds  authorized 
to  be  spent  for  work  performed  or  to  be  performed  under  the  agreement  v/as 
$189,150.00  leaving  an  available  unencumbered  balance  of  $10,850.00;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  order  to  utilize  this  unencumbered  balance  of 
$10,850.00  and  engage  the  Consultant  to  provide  geotechnical  expertise 
required  during  the  detail  design  phase  for  the  Holm  Powerhouse  Water 
Recovery  Project,  it  will  be  necessary  to  extend  the  completion  date  of 
the  agreement  to  May  31,  1988;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  Acting  Deputy 
General  Manager  to  execute  an  amendment  to  the  agreement  with  Foster 
Engineering  for  performing  design  and  field  engineering  services  on  an 
"As  Needed  basis  related  to  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau's  Engineering 
and  Capital  Improvement  Projects  extending  the  completion  date  of  the 
agreement  to  May  31,  1988. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
atitsn,eeHn,of   JANUARY     12  19^8 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


0649F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CrrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na 


WHEREAS ,   The  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  active  revolving 
funds  which  total  $355,416;  and 

WHEREAS,  These  funds  are  monitored  by  PUC  Accounting  and  audited 
by  the  Controller's  Office;  and 

WHEREAS,  personnel  with  responsibility  over  these  funds  have 
changed  recently  and  bank  records  need  to  be  updated  accordingly;  and 

WHEREAS  Var  ious  thef  ts  and  other  unusual   i  terns  have  occur  red 
over  the  past  six  years,   and  replenishment  is  needed  to  make  these 
funds  whole;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commiss ion  approves  and  hereby  requests  the 
Controller's  concurrence  in  substituting  a  new  Rule  7  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations.   Public  Utilities  Commission  Revolving  Fund  as 
foil ows : 

Rule  7.     All  withdrawals  from  the  bank  accounts  specif ied  in 
these  rules  and  regulations  shal 1  be  made  by  checks  bear ing  an 
authorized  principal  signature  and  an  authorized  countersignature , 
lists  of  which  authorized  signatures  are  set  forth  hereinafter  in 
this  Rule  under  Sect  ion  "A"  through  "D" ;   provided .   however ,    that  on 
any  single  check  the  same  individual  may  not  sign  as  both  principal 
and  counters igner . 

In  no  circumstance  shall  any  check  be  signed  in  blank  by  either 
a  principal  or  a  counters igner . 


ACCOUNT 
NO. 


PRINCIPAL  &  COUNTER 
 SIGNATURES 


Section  A 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION  -  Revolving  Fund 


Security  Pacific  Bank 

Cal if or nia/Montgomery  Of f  ice 

485  California  Street 

San  Francisco,   CA  94104 


500-040-B25 


Harold  Guetersloh 
Robert  P.  Won 
Edward  Harrington 
Michelle  Witt 
Tim  King 


Section  B 

HETCH-HETCHY  -  Revolving  Fund 


Bank  of  Amer ica 

One  Powell  Street 

San  Francisco,   CA  94102 


669-80051 


Dean  Coffey 
Lawrence  P .  Klein 
Harold  Guetersloh 
Robert  P.  Won 
Edward  Harr ington 
Michelle  Witt 
Tim  Ki  ng 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrTY  AND  COUNTY  Of  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No? 


,88-cni  o 


Rule  7  (Continued) 


ACCOUNT 
NO. 


PRINCIPAL  &  COUNTER 
SIGNATURES 


Section  C-1 

SAN  FRANCISCO  MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY  -  Revolving  Fund 


Bank  of  Amer ica 

French  Medical  Branch 

4141  Geary  Blvd. 

San  Francisco,   CA  94118 


02807-80050 


Harold  Guetersloh 
Robert  P.  Won 
Edward  Harrington 
Michelle  Witt 
Tim  King 


Section  C-2 

SAN  FRANCISCO  MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 

Wells  Fargo 
Seventh  &  Clement  Branch 
B99  Clement  Street 
San  Francisco,   CA  94118 

Section  D-l 

WATER  DEPARTMENT  -  Revolving  Fund 


Claims 


0046-026183 


Bank  of  Amer  ica 
One  Powell  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA 


667-80052 


94102 


Deborah  Rohrer 
Patricia  Cardona 
Philip  Ellis 
Elmer  Boldridge 
(as  counter  only) 


James  D.  Cooney 
Arthur  R.  Jensen 
J. P.  Mullane 
Tim  King 

Harold  Guetersloh 
Robert  Won 
Edward  Harrington 
Michelle  Witt 


Section  D-2 

WATER  DEPARTMENT  -  Consumer  Deposit 


Bank  of  Amer  ica 
One  Powell  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA 


665-80053 


94102 


James  D.  Cooney 
J. P.  Mullane 
Cheryl  Davis 
Elsie  Franke 
Caroline  Lee 
Charles  V.  Lynch 
Harold  Guetersloh 
Robert  Won 
Edward  Harrington 
Michelle  Witt 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTV  AND  COU^f^V  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.SS — OOiQ  


Rule  7  (Continued) 


ACCOUNT 
NO. 


PRINCIPAL  6.  COUNTER 
SIGNATURES  


Section  D-3 

WATER  DEPARTMENT  -  Consumer  Adjustment 


Bank  of  Amer  ica 
One  Powell  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA 


663-80054 


94102 


James  D.  Cooney 
J, P.  Mullane 
Cheryl  Davis 
Elsie  Franke 
Caroline  Lee 
Charles  V.  Lynch 
Harold  Guetersloh 
Robert  Won 
Edward  Harrington 
Michelle  Witt 


ACCOUNT 

NO^  


PRINCIPAL  &  COUNTER 
SIGNATURES  


Section  D-4 

WATER  DEPARTMENT  -  Claims 


Bank  of  Amer  ica 
One  Powell  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA 


662-80064 


94102 


James  D.  Cooney 
Arthur  R.  Jensen 
J. P.  Mullane 
Tim  King 

Harold  Guetersloh 
Robert  Won 
Edward  Harrington 
Michelle  Witt 


and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  requests  replenishment  of  $679.86 
of  lost  or  stolen  petty  cash  funds.   $1,033.76  of  uncollectible 
payroll  advances  and  $1,575.23  of   items  deemed  unallowable  by  the 
Controller . 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  hv  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

.,„..„.«o,  «»«'«I>V  121988 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

an  AND  COUMTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


8S~0011 

RESOLUTION  No  


WHEREAS.  This  Commission  by  Resolution,  adopted  on  September  22,  1987 
authorized  PUC  staff  to  seek  proposals  from  consultants  in  order  to  write  a 
"Specific  Plan"  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  lands  in  Pleasanton;  and 

WHEREAS,  Proposals  for  said  services  have  been  received  and  analyzed  by 
the  PUC  Selection  Committee;  and 

WHEREAS,  After  thorough  evaluation  of  all  proposals  submitted  and  oral 
interviews  with  the  four  most  responsive  firms,  the  recommendation  is  made  by 
the  Selection  Committee  that  an  agreement  be  entered  into  with  the  Planning 
Collaborative;  and 

WHEREAS.  Funding  for  this  project  is  available  under  32-001-Index  Code  - 
387225  -  Project  125-01   (FMS  1-29504);  NOW.  THEREFORE  BE  IT 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  authorize  the  General 
Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to  negotiate  and  execute  a  professional  services 
contract  with  the  Planning  Collaborative  for  the  writing  of  a  "Specific  Plan" 
for  S.F.  Water  Department  lands  in  Pleasanton,  within  the  funds  available. 


531 6R 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

3ANUARY   12  1988 

at  its  meeting  of   


Secretary,  Public  Litdiii*;--^  Lom/ni:,:iijffi 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  NO.  SS-QOIZ 

WHEREAS,  It  is  the  adopted  policy  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (PUC),  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  Mayor,  that  the  proposed  MUNI 
Metro  Extension  linking  the  MUNI  Metro  subway  to  the  China  Basin  area  is  a 
priority  project;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Bay  Area  Rapid 
Transit  (BART)  District  have  formally  agreed  in  principle  to  District 
financing  of  the  MUNI  Metro  Extension;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  utilization  of  BART  financial  assistance  on  the  MUNI  Metro 
Extension  offers  the  opportunity  to  significantly  expedite  the  completion  of 
this  project  in  conjunction  with  the  engineering  and  construction  of 
associated  street  improvements;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  City  Attorney's  Office  has  completed,  in 
conjunction  with  PUC  and  BART  staffs,  the  formulation  of  an  agreement  on  such 
financing;  NOW,  THEREFORE  BE  IT 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  approve  the 
MUNI  Metro  Extension  financing  contract  with  the  BART  District;  and  be  it 
further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  authorize  its 
General  Manager  to  take  the  steps  necessary  to  execute  the  contract  with  the 
BART  District;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  commend  the 
contract  with  the  BART  District  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor  for 
their  consideration  and  action  as  necessary. 


5330R 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  hy  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of    3ANUARY    12  1988 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commis^^on 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


OTV  ANO  COUWTY  Of  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


88-0013 


WHEREAS,  This  Commission  by  its  Resolution  No.   87-0360  adopted 
September  8.    1987.   authorized  the  solicitation  of  proposals  for 
professional  consult ing  engineering  services  to  provide  independent 
review  of  designs  for  signal  system  improvements  and  designs  for  the 
fabrication  and  installation  of  a  double  crossover  at  Castro  Street 
Station;  and 

WHEREAS.   Funds  in  the  amount  of  $53,000.00  are  available  for  this 
work  in  Fund  31-720-601732-235-01  FMS  Account  No.   900231;  and 

WHEREAS .  Proposals  for  said  services  have  been  received  and  analyzed 
by  the  Railway's  Engineering  Selection  Panel  with  due  consideration  of 
DBE/AA  requirements;  and 

WHEREAS.   After  a  thorough  evaluation  of  all  proposals  submitted, 
including  an  oral  interview  with  all  firms;   now.   therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED.   That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
of  the  Public  Utilities  to:    (1)  Enter  into  an  agreement  with  Foster 
Engineering,    Inc.    recommended  by  the  Panel  as  the  most  qualified  and 
responsive  f  irm;    ( 2 )  To  negotiate  the  detail ed  scope  of  work  and  an 
appropriate  fee  with  said  firm;    (3)  Execute  a  professional  services 
contract  with  the  aforementioned  firm  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$53,000.00  for  a  period  of  sixty  (60)  calendar  days. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commi^ion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


8R-9014 

RESOLUTION  No   


WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  is  in  need  of  professional 
engineering  services  to  develop  Procurement  Specifications  for  Articulated 
and  Diesel  Coaches;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  was  authorized  to  circulate  an 
RFP  for  Transit  Equipment  Engineering  Consulting  Services  under  PUC 
Resolution  No.  87-0245;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  has  selected  the  Transit 
Maintenance  Consulting  CTMC) ,  as  the  most  qualified  to  provide  these 
engineering  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  is  available  from  UMTA  Section  9  Grants  as 
approved  in  Resolution  No.  87-0245;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  hereby  authorizes 
the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  to  enter  into  a  contract  with  the 
Transit  Maintenance  Consulting  (TMC)  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $116,850  to 
provide  engineering  services. 


0616B 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  JANUARY     1  2  19( 


Secretary,  Public 


:  Utilities  Commiss^ 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


88-0015 

RESOLUTION  Na  

WHEREAS,  the  "San  Francisco  Week  in  Hong  Kong"  committee  has  requested  the  use 
of  a  San  Francisco  cable  car  and  two  operators  to  assist  in  celebrating  a  "San 
Francisco  Week"  theme  in  Hong  Kong;  and 

WHEREAS,  Commission  has  available  a  suitable  motorized  cable  car  No.  062  which 
is  not  currently  required  for  operation  as  part  of  the  Municipal  Railway 
Transit  Fleet;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mayor  Feinstein  has  initiated  the  formation  of  the  committee  and  will 
lead  the  delegation  of  San  Francisco  representatives  to  Hong  Kong  to  celebrate 
"San  Francisco  Week  In  Hong  Kong" ;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  has  determined  that  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to 
encourage  tourism  and  cultural  exchange  between  Hong  Kong  and  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  is  willing  to  loan  a  motorized  cable  car  on  a 
temporary  basis  to  assist  the  "San  Francisco  Week  in  Hong  Kong"  committee  in 
stimulating  trade  and  cultural  exchange  between  Hong  Kong  and  San  Francisco; 
now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  Municipal 
Railway,  with  the  Mayor's  approval,  to  send  the  Municipal  Railway's  motorized 
cable  car  No,  062  along  with  two  operators  to  Hong  Kong  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  in  the  celebration  of  "San  Francisco  Week  In  Hong  Kong." 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  bv  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JANUARY   1  1988 

at  its  meeting  of   JHI^UHI\  i —   _ 


Secretary.  Public  VtiUties  Comnu^ion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUMTY  OF  SAN  f  RANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  88""003  t> 


WHEREAS,   Federal  funding  agencies  require  that  third  party 
contract  audits  be  performed  when  federal  funds  are  spent;  and 


WHEREAS.   Approximately  50  professional  service  contracts, 
15  revenue  agreements,  and  40  construction  contracts  will  ultimately 
require  audits ;  and 


WHEREAS,   The  PUC  Internal  Audit  staff  can  handle  only  a 
portion  of  these  audits  due  to  the  size  of  the  audit  staff,  location 
of  the  audi tees ,  and  timing  considerations ;  and 


WHEREAS,  A  contract  for  as-needed  auditing  and  consulting 
services  was  previously  awarded  to  Touche  Ross.   Ferguson  and  Company 
and  Chris  Wimbish,   expiring  on  December  31.   1987;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  work  required  to  be  performed  under  the 
contract  is  still  ongoing;  and 


WHEREAS.   The  Public  Utilities  Commission  by  its  Resolution 
No.   87-0273  authorized  the  General  Manager  to  issue  a  Request  for 
Proposals  for  as  needed  professional  auditing  and  consulting 
services ;  and 


WHEREAS.   After  thorough  evaluation  of  all  proposals 
submitted,   and  oral  interviews  with  the  six  most  responsive  firms, 
the  recommendation  is  made,   by  the  Public  Utilities  Selection 
Committee,   that  agreements  be  entered  into  with  the  firms  of 
Ferguson  and  Company  and  Doyle,  Williams  and  Company;   now  therefore 
be  it 


RESOLVED.   That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  authorizes 
the  General  Manager  to  execute  contracts  with  Ferguson  and  Company, 
and  Doyle,  Williams  and  Company,   total  not  to  exceed  $250,000,  to 
provide  as-needed  auditing  and  consulting  services,   and  to  expire  on 
January  31.  1990. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,  3ANUARY   12  1988 

at  Its  meeting  of   


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commissim 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0017 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,   the  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  is 
engaged  in  a  continuing  effort  to  promote  energy 
conservation  in  the  residential  and  commercial  sectors  and 
is  developing  a  comprehensive  energy  plan  for  the  Mission 
Bay  project,  and 

WHEREAS,  serving  the  new  commercial  and 
residential  development  at  Mission  Bay  with  district 
heating  and  cooling  would  provide  an  economical  and 
efficient  energy  source,  but  requires  the  resolution  of 
several  technical,   economic,  and  institutional  issues,  and 

WHEREAS,  this  analysis  of  these  issues  requires 
a  consultant  with  experience  in  DHC  implementation,  with 
$15,000  available  in  the  Bureau's  FY  1987/88  budget  for 
this  purpose,  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  has 
determined  that  John  Nimmons  and  Associates  is  highly 
qualified  to  perform  the  required  consulting  services  now, 
THEREFORE;   be  it; 

RESOLVED,   that  this  Commission  hereby 
authorizes  the  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  to  select 
John  Nimmons  and  Associates  to  provide  the  required 
services,  and  to  execute  a  professional  services  contract 
through  the  Director  of  Purchasing. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  JANUARY     12  1988  


SAN  FRANCISCO  MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY  -  BUKBAU  UK  Ui-Aint. 
CLAIMS  DIVISION     -       MONTHLY  REPORT 


JANUARY  1988 


NUMBER  AMOUNT 


NEW  CLAIMS  FILED! 


PERSONAL  INJURY: 

77 

S 

6,251,695 

PROPERTY  DAMAGE; 

73 

58,633 

COMBINED  PERSONAL  INJURY 
AND  PROPERTY  DAMAGE: 

9 

15,077 

TOTAL: 

159 

s 

6, 325,405 

CLAIMS  FILED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  1-31-8 

1271 

544,863,224 

CLAIMS  FILED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  1-31-6 

17 

1143 

$46,019,669 

COLLECTIONS  THIS  MONTH 

$ 

1,154 

COLLECTIONS   RECEIVED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE 

1-31-98 

% 

34  ,859 

COLLECTIONS   RECEIVED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE 

1-31-87 

$ 

/ , 4  /  J 

CLAIMS  SETTLED  THIS  MONTH: 

PERSONAL  INJURY: 

82 

$ 

262,756 

PROPERTY  DAMAGE: 

57 

55,281 

TOTAL: 

139 

$ 

318,03? 

CLAIMS  SETTLED  THIS  MONTH: 

NON-LITIGATED; 

108 

$ 

99,837 

LITIGATED:    (Municipal  Railway) 

8 

30,021 

LITIGATED:    (City  Attorney) 

18 

183,271 

COURT  JUDGMENT!    (Municipal  Railway) 

1 

606 

COURT  JUDGMENT:    (City  Attorney) 

4 

4,302 

TOTAL: 

139 

$ 

318,037 

CLAIMS  SETTLED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  1-31- 

88 

892 

$ 

2,  702,565 

CLAIMS  SETTLED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  1-31- 

87 

835 

$ 

3,204,605 

ACCIDENTS  RECORDED  THIS  MONTH: 

PASSENGER: 

151 

TRAFFIC: 

179 

TOTAL: 

330 

ACCIDENTS  RECORDED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE 

1-31-86 

2722 

ACCIDENTS  RECORDED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE 

1-31-87 

2515 

JEFFREY  LEE 
PRESIDENT 

CHARNA  E  STATEN 
VICE  PRESIDENT 

H.  WELTON  FLYNN 

ARTHUR  V  TOUPIN 

MARK  W  BUELL 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

DIANNE  FEINSTEIN.  MAYOR 
DONALD  J.  BIHRER.  GENERAL  MANAGER 


MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 

WATER  DEPARTMENT 

HETCH  HETCHY 
WATER  AND  POWER 


January  20,  1988 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING 
1988-89  BUDGET  PROPOSALS 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  will 
conduct  a  public  hearing  on  Tuesday,  February  2,  1988,  at 
2:00  p.m.,   in  the  Lurie  Room,   Main  Library,  Civic  Center, 
San  Francisco  to  consider  budget  proposals  for  fiscal  year 
1988-89  for  all  departments  and  bureaus  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


Members  of  the  public 
present  their  views . 

Copies  of  the  proposed 
review  beginning  January  25,  1 
San  Francisco,  California. 


are  invited  to  attend  and 

budgets  will  be  available  for 
988,   in  Room  287,   City  Hall, 


Romaine  A,  Boldridge 
Secretary 


287  CITY  HALL  •  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIFORNIA  941 02  •  (415)554-7316 
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January  25,  1988 


MEMORANDUM 


TO        :       Members,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Commissioner  Jeffrey  Lee,  President 
Commissioner  Charna  E.  Staten,  Vice  President 
Commissioner  H.  Wei  ton  Flynn 
Commissioner  Arthur  V.  Toupin 
Commissioner  Mark  W.  Buell 
Dean  Coffey,  Acting  General  Manager 


FROM 


AUTHWiZATION  of  CONTRA 


SUBJECT:       AUTHWtZATION  OF  CONTRACT  MODIFICATIONS 


By  PUC  Resolution  81-0101,  dated  March  10,  1981,  the  Commission  delegated 
to  the  General  Manager  of  Publ ic  Util  ities  and/or  the  Deputy  General 
Manager  and  Chief  Engineer,  the  authority  to  execute  construction 
contract  modifications  in  amounts  up  to  $50,000  or  10%  of  the  original 
contract  amount  and  to  report  quarterly  al  1  contract  modi f ications  so 
authorized. 

Summari zed  bel ow  are  al  1  contract  modi f ications  executed  during  the 
period  October  1,  1987  through  December  31,  1987: 

WD-1780    -    Crystal  Springs  Pipeline  No.  3  (CSPL) 

A,  Contract  Modification  No.  9,  a  debit  of  $41,906.73  provided 
for  modifying  the  installation  of  CS  Pipeline  #3  in  order  to 
avoid  conflict  with  an  existing  36"  storm  drain  at  North 
Canal  Street  in  South  San  Francisco.    This  necessitated: 

1.  Factory    modifications    to    the    pipe    sections    to  be 
installed  below  the  storm  drain. 

2 .  A    deeper    excavati  on ,    heavi er    shori  ng    and    addi  ti  onal 
backfill  at  the  storm  drain  intersection. 


1155  MARKET  STREET,  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CA  94103  -  (415)  554-0700 
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B.  Contract  Modification  No.  10,  a  debit  of  $6,400,00  provided 
for  the  installation  of  a  structural  concrete  slab  base 
section  at  a  location  where  the  roadway  of  Airport  Boulevard 
crosses  CS  Pipeline  No.  3.  This  heavier  duty  base  section 
was  required  by  the  City  of  Brisbane. 

Total  Contract  Modifications  for  WD-1780  =  $396,916.93 
(6,7%  of  Contract) 


WD-1952    -    Pilarcitos  Lodge  and  Cottage  Rehabilitation 

Contract  Modification  No.  1,  a  credit  of  $3,731.90  resulted 
from  the  deletion  of: 

1.  Three  now  light  fixtures  and  related  wiring  at  the  lodge. 

2.  The  fire  escape  and  related  work  on  the  second  floor  of 
the  cottage. 

Total  Contract  Modifications  for  WD-1952  =  {-$3,731.90) 


WD-1965R  -    Cathodic  Protection  for  Bay  Division  Pipelines  1  and  2 

Contract  Modification  No.  2  for  a  zero  amount  extended  the 
contract  completion  time  by  15  calendar  days  because  of  the 
following: 

1.  The  contractor  encountered  rock  in  the  drilling  of  anode 
holes  at  various  Cathodic  Protection  sites. 

2.  Cathodic  Protection  site  #3  was  relocated  because  of 
soil  contamination.  This  necessitated  the  relocation  of 
drilling  equipment  and  more  extensive  site  preparation 
procedures  as  required  by  the  Alameda  County  Water 
District. 

Total  Contract  Modifications  for  WD-1965R  =  $6,800.00 
(3. 5%  of  Contract) 


WD-1972    -    University    Mound    and    Sunset    Reservoirs    -    Sealing  Roof 
Expansion  Joints 


Contract  Modification  No.  1,  a  debit  of  $1,746.00  provided 
for  the  following  at  the  Sunset  Reservoir: 
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1 .  CI eaning  of  an  additional   90  1 inear  feet  of  expansion 
joint. 

2.  Furnishing  and  applying  90  1 inear  feet  of  compribend 
sealant. 

Total  Contract  Modifications  for  WD-1972  =  $1,746.00 
{1 .0%  of  Contract) 


HH-657     -    No.  5  Fulton  Line  -  Trolley  Overhead  Reconstruction 

Contract  Modification  No.  2,  a  credit  of  $3,359,00  provided 
for  the  following: 

1.  Credit  for  acceptance  of  (13)  new  trolley  poles  which 
were  slightly  out  of  round. 

2.  Payment  to  the  Contractor  for  overtime  resulting  from  an 
unscheduled  delay  (Pope's  visit  to  San  Francisco). 

3.  Extended  the  contract  completion  time  by  seven  working 
days;  four  days  caused  by  the  City  and  three  days  for 
inclement  weather. 

Total  Contract  Modifications  for  HH-657  =  $4,471.00 
(0.2%  of  Contract) 


HH-667     -    Warnerville     Complex     -     Construction     of     Quarters  and 

Maintenance  Building 

A.        Contract  Modification  No.  4,  a  credit  of  $63,564.00  provided 
for: 

1.  Deletion  of  the  Evapo  Transpiration  Sanitary  Sewage 
Disposal  System  and  the  substitution  thereof  with  a 
"Deep  Pit"  Disposal  System  approved  by  Stanislaus  County. 

2.  Replacement  of  230  linear  feet  of  deteriorated  15-inch 
diameter  concrete  Irrigation  pipe  with  l5-1nch  Class  80 
PVC  pipe. 
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B.  Contract  Modification  No.  5,  for  a  zero  amount  provided  for: 

1.  Deletion  of  $36,000.00  from  Bid  Item  #2,  "Allowance  of 
Extra  Work",  and 

2.  Furnishing  various  items  of  equipment  handling,  storage, 
telecommunications  and  office  files  at  the  Warnervil le 
Shop  Complex  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $36,000.00. 

C.  Contract  Modification  No.  6,  a  debit  of  $7,452.98  provided 
for  the  redesign  of  the  underground  fuel  storage  and  piping 
facilities  at  Warnerville  in  accordance  with  revised 
Stanislaus  County  and  the  State  of  California  guidelines 
adopted  July  1 ,  1987. 

Total  Contract  Modifications  for  HH-667  =  (-$54,623.00) 


HH-777     -    Transit  Power  Substations  -  Painting  and  Roofing  Work 

Contract  Modification  No.  1,  a  debit  of  $6,869.43  provided 
for: 

1.  Constructing  a  three-foot  high  office  partition  in  the 
Bryant  Street  Substation  Power  Control  Room. 

2.  Deletion   of   a    portion    of    the   paint   removal    work  at 
Substation  "N". 

3.  Addition  of  exterior  paint  of  Randolph  Substation. 

4.  Extended  the  contract  completion   time  by  20  calendar 
days. 

Total  Contract  Modifications  for  HH-777  =  $6,869.43 
(8.3%  of  Contract) 


HH-782     -    Moccasion  Powerhouse  -  Tail  race  Modification 

Contract  Modification  No.  1,  a  debit  of  $1,405.00.  Provided 
for:  1 )  Furnishing  and  instal lation  of  four  ventilation 
pipes  at  the  Powerhouse.  This  necessitated  lowering  the 
reservoir  water  elevation  for  one  work  day.  2)  Extended  the 
contract  completion  time  by  nine  calendar  days. 

Total  Contract  Modifications  for  HH-782  =  $1,405.00 
(2.8%  of  Contract) 
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HH-786     -    Replace  and  Paint  Trolley  Poles 

Contract  Modification  No.  1,  a  debit  of  $844.84  provided  for: 

1 .  Relocating  an  existing  trolley  pole  streetl ight  to  a 
temporary  pole. 

2.  Furnishing  and  installation  of  1-1/2"  conduit  outlets  on 
nine  trolley  poles  with  streetlights, 

3.  Reducing  the  thickness  of  the  anchor  base  plates 
embedded  in  the  trolley  pole  foundations  from  one  inch 
to  3/4  inch. 

Total  Contract  Modifications  for  HH-786  =  $844.84 
(0.4%  of  Contract) 
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MINUTES 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND   COUNTY   OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Art  Agnos 
Mayor 

REGULAR  MEETING 
Room  282,   City  Hall 
2 :00  P.M. 
January  26,  1988 

COMMISSIONERS 
Jeffrey  Lee,  President 
Charna  E.   Staten,   Vice  President 


H.  Welton  Flynn 


Ar  thur  V.  Toupin 


Mark  W.  Buell 


DEPARTMENTS 


BUREAUS 


Hetch  He tchy  Pr  o ject 


Claims  and  Contracts 


Municipal  Railway 


Energy  Conservat ion 


VJater  Department 


Engineer  ing  and 

Const rue t ion  Management 


Financial  Management  and 
Performance  Monitor ing 


Inf ormat ion  Systems 


Personnel  and  Training 


Dean  W.  Coffey 


ACTING  GENERAL  MANAGER 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 


SECRETARY 


88-008 


Call  to  Order:     2:19  P.M. 


Present:       President  Jeffrey  Lee,  Commissioner  H.  V>Jelton  Flynn, 
Commissioner  Mark  W.  Buell 

Excused:       Vice  President  Charna  E.   Staten,   Commissioner  Arthur  V. 
Toupin 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  Minutes  of  the  regular 
meeting  of  January  12,   1988  were  approved. 


A  tape  ot  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


RESOLUTION 
NO. 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted : 

88-0018        MR      Approving  Revolving  Fund  payments  made  by  the 

Manager,  Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts,  totaling 
$266,970.51,  for  settlement  of  claims  against  the 
Municipal  Railway,   in  the  month  of  December,  1987. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,  Flynn,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0019        V^D      Approving  collections  for  the  months  of  October, 

November  and  December,   1987,   of  charges  for  damages 
which  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  has  against 
miscellaneous  debtors  in  the  amount  of  $22,598.31. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Flynn,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted : 

88-0020         LHP     Approving  collections  for  the  months  of  October, 

November  and  December,   1987,  of  charges  for  damages 
which  the  Bureau  of  Light,   Heat  and  Power  has 
against  miscellaneous  debtors  in  the  amount  of 
^7,277.66,   and  write-off  debts  in  the  amount  of 
34, 800. 69. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Flynn,  Buell 


88-009 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  follow! 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0021         HH      Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.   HH-794,   San  Joaquin 
Pipeline  -  Raise  Valve  Boxes  and  Repair  Exterior 
Coating . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Flynn,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,   and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No, 
WD-2U04,   Electrical  Upgrade  -  425  Mason  Street 
Bu  ilding . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Flynn,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0023        WD      Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
ana  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 
1998,   8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Point 
Lobos  Avenue,   Great  Highway  and  Balboa  Street,  from 
Cliff  House  to  46th  Avenue, 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Flynn,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted : 

88-0024        WD      Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Water  Department 
Contract  No.   1956,   16-Inch  Ductile   Iron  Main 
Installation  in  Judah  Street  between  19th  and  29th 
Avenues,   as  satisfactorily  completed;  approving 
Credit  Contract  Modification  No.   1   in  the  amount  of 
$4,975.00;  authorizing  an  extension  of  time  for 
unavoidable  delays  of  53  working  days;  and 
authorizing  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $6,320.95 
to  Berrios  Construction  Company,    Inc.,  Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Flynn,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted : 

88-0025         HH       Approving  Contract  Modification  No,   1   to  Hetch 
Hetchy   Contract  No.    HH-783,    Holm  Powerhouse  - 
Replace  Roof,   granting  a  time  extension  of  230 


88-010 


calendar  days  for  new  completion  date  of  June  30, 
1988,   with  no  increase  in  the  contract  amount;  and 
addition  of  $4,000  to  Bid  Item  No.   2,   Allowance  for 
Extra  V/ork,   to  provide  for  additional  repairs  to  the 
roof  which  may  be  required  during  the  interim  winter 
season . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Flynn,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted : 

Approving  Debit  Modification  in  the  amount  of 
$18,479  to  provide  funds  for  additional  work  as  set 
forth  in  Contract  Modification  No,  1  to  Municipal 
Railway  Contract  No.  MR-973,   Presidio  Facility: 
Furnish  and  Install  New  Electric  Services 
Switchboard;   and  authorizing  an  extension  of  time  of 
90  calendar  days  to  complete  the  work. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Flynn,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  a  Debit  Modification  in  the  amount  of 
$22,019  to  provide  funds  for  work  to  be  performed  as 
set  forth  in  Contract  Modification  No.   1  to 
Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.   MR-977,  Presidio 
Division:   Modifications  to  HVAC  System, 
Transportation  Training  Center;  and  authorizing  an 
extension  of  time  of  150  calendar  days  to  complete 
the  work. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Flynn,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted : 

Adopt ing  a  western  terminal  for  the  prooosed 
F-MARKET  AND  WHARF  streetcar  service. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Flynn,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,  seconded  by  Flynn,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted : 

Approving  the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorizing 
the  execution  of  a  7.3  acres  lease  of  Water 
Department  land  in  Alameda  County,   to  Santa  Clara 
Sand  and  Gravel  Company,   for  the  purpose  of 
stockpiling  sand  and  gravel  products,   for  a  term  of 
10  years,   commencing  February  1,   1988  and 
terminating  January  31,   1998,   at  an  initial  annual 
rental  of  $5,475.00,    to  be  adjusted  annually. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Flynn,  Buell 


88-011 


Copies  of  the  above  resolutions  are  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission, 

******** 

Introduction  of  New  Business 


Commissioner  Flynn  requested  the  following  data  prior  to  the  budget 
hearing.     If  the  requested  budget  amount  for  the  Municipal  Railway 
is  not  approved,  what  would  the  department  do?     If  service 
reductions  are  contemplated,  which  lines  would  be  cut?     What  other 
ingredients,   such  as  reduction  in  personnel,  would  be  used  to 
balance  the  budget?     Regarding  the  Water  Department,  he  asked  what 
impact  the  proposed  transfer  of  $5  million  to  the  general  fund  would 
have  on  the  department's  budget.     If  a  rate  increase  is  anticipated 
for  San  Francisco  customers,   he  asked  what  would  the  increase  be  for 
the  average  householder. 

President  Lee  inquired  about  the  proposed  ballot  measure  which  would 
transfer  responsibility  for  issuing  taxi  permits  to  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission.     He  asked  whether  this  is  the  proper  agency  to 
handle  this  matter.     Mr.  Dean  W,   Coffey,  Acting  General  Manager  of 
Public  Utilities  replied  that  he  would  report  on  this  matter  at  the 
next  meeting. 

******** 

Report  of  the  General  Manager 

Mr.  William  G.   Stead,  General  Manager,   Municipal  Railway,  announced 
that  the  Municipal  Railway  was  planning  to  celebrate  the  extension 
of  the  33-ASHBURY  line  from  its  current  terminus  at  Haight  and 
Stanyan  Street  to  Children's  Hospital  on  California  Street.  The 
celebration  is  tentatively  scheduled  for  either  Friday,   February  5 
or  Saturday,   February  6,   1988.     The  Commission  will  be  advised  of 
the  exact  date,   time  and  place. 

******** 

Resolution  No.   88-0028  —  Adopting  a  western  terminal  for  the 
proposed  F-MARKET  AND  WHARF  streetcar  service. 

Mr.   Peter  Straus,  Director  of  Service  Planning,  Municipal  Railway, 
stated  that  it  has  been  the  policy  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and 
the  Commission  to  construct  the  F-MARKET  AND  WHARF  streetcar  line 
which  would  eventually  replace  the  8-MARKET  trolley  line.  The 
Municipal  Railway  identified  eight  alternative  alignments  for  the 
terminal.     These  alternatives  were  reviewed  by  City  staff  of  various 
departments  and  the  community.     The  City  departments  endorsed 
Alternative  4,   from  Market,  Noe,   17th  Street  and  Market,   forming  a 
loop.     At  the  public  meeting  in  the  community  the  majority  supported 
either  Alternative  4  or  8,  which  would  loop  via  Market,  Diamond, 
19th  Street,   Castro  and  Market  Streets.     The  other  options  were 
rejected  by  the  community.     Staff  distributed  letters  to  all 
ad dress es  along  both  of  the  proposed  routes.     Between  80  to  100 
responses  were  received.     All  except  seven,   opposed  Alternative  8 
due  to  the  impact  of  running  streetcars  on  residential  streets  and 
in  front  of  schools. 


88-012 


President  Lee  opened  the  meeting  for  public  comments. 

The  following  persons  spoke  in  opposition  to  Alternative  8: 

Mr.  Dan  Humphrey,  Director  of  Live  Oaks  School; 

Mr.  James  Paponis,   a  resident  of  Diamond  Street; 

Mr.  Ken  Patterson,  a  resident  along  Alternative  8; 

Mr.  James  Compton,   a  resident  of  Diamond  Street . 

The  following  persons  spoke  in  support  of  Alternative  4: 

Mr.   Peter  Erlich,   a  Municipal  Railway  operator; 
Ms.   Marjorie  Martin,  a  resident  of  Diamond  Street, 

In  response  to  questions,   Mr.   Straus  said  that  the  landscaped  center 
island  would  not  be  disrupted.     Streetcars  would  operate  in  the 
traffic  lane  adjacent  to  the  center   island  and  would  load  from 
boarding  islands  at  the  corners. 

On  motion  of  Commissioner  Flynn,   seconded  by  Commissioner  Buell, 
Alternative  4  was  adopted . 

******** 

THEREUPON  THE  MEETING  WAS   ADJOURNED:      2:56  P.M. 


Secre ta  ry 


88-013 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na  . 


RESOLVED,       That  this  Commission  hereby  approves, 
in  accordance  with  Resolution  No.   77-0184,  adopted 
April  12,   1977,  payment  of  claims  in  the  amount  of 
$266,970.51,   made  by  the  Municipal  Railway,  month  of 
December,    1987,   per  Revolving  Fund  Direct  Payment  Nos.: 
CL0116,   CL0117,   CLOUS,   CL0126,   CL0127,   CL0129  and 
Direct  Payment  Nos.   CL0109,   CLOllO,   CLOlll,  CL0114, 
CL0125,   CL0120,   CL0121,   CL0122,   CL0123  and  CL0124. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

o,  JtNUABY  26  1986 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na 


8S-k)0l9 


RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  approves 
collections  for  the  months  of  October,   November,   and  December, 
1987 ,  of  charges  for  damages  against  miscellaneous  debtors , 
San  Francisco  Water  Department,   in  the  amount  of  $22,598.31. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  JANUARY  19g8 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  88-0020 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commi ssion  hereby  approves 
collections  for  the  months  of  October,   November,   and  December, 
1987 ,   of  charges  for  damages  against  miscel laneous  debtors , 
Bureau  of  Light,   Heat,   and  Power,   in  the  amount  of  $7,277.66, 
and  write-off  debts  in  the  amount  of  $4,800.69. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of    JANUARY    26  1988 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commismon 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMIG 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na 


WHEREAS,    Under    Hetch    Hetchy    Contract  No.    HH-794,    repair  work 

consisting    of    raising    various    valve    boxes  and    repairing  exterior 

coatings  is  to  be  performed  on  San  Joaquin  Pipelines  Nos.  1  and  2  in 
Stanislaus  County;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Chapter  3.22(a) 
of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  this  project  is  hereby 
determined  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  and  State  Guidelines  under  Class  1(b)  and  (d)  as  set  forth 
in  the  permanent  list  of  categorical  exemptions  adopted  by  the  City 
Planning  Commission  on  August  28,  1980  and  April  16,  1981;  and  be  it 
further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  bid  call  for  Hetch 
Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH-794,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  -  Raise  Valve  Boxes  and 
Repair  Exterior  Coating. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of. 


JANUARY   26  1988 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commj^sion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  SR-*{]'0?2 


WHEREAS,  Under  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  Number 
WD-2004,  rehabilitation  of  the  existing  electrical  system  in  the  Water 
Department  Building  at  425  Mason  Street  is  to  be  performed;  now, 
therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Chapter  3.22(a) 
of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  this  project  is  hereby 
determined  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  and  State  Guidelines  under  Class  1(b)  and  (d)  as  set  forth 
in  the  permanent  list  of  categorical  exemptions  adopted  by  the  City 
Planning  Commission  on  August  28,  1980.  and  April  16,  1981;  and  be  it 
further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  a  bid  call  for  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  Number  WD-2004,  Electrical  Upgrade  - 
425  Mason  Street  Building 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  JANUARY     2  6  1988 


Secre ta ry.  Public  U tilt  ties  Comm^sion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CnV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


88-00?3 


RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  note 
that  the  project  which  is  the  subject  of  this  resolution  has  been 
determined  by  the  Department  of  City  Planning  to  be  categorically  exempt 
as  Class  Kb)  project  under  the  State  Guidelines  implementing  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  thi  s  Commi  ssion  approves  the  pi ans  and 
specifications  as  prepared  and  recommended  by  staff,  and  hereby 
authorizes  Bid  Call  as  follows: 

Water  Department  Contract  Mo.  1 998,  8- Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main 
Installation  in  Point  Lobos  Avenue,  Great  Highway  and  Balboa  Street,  from 
Cliff  House  to  46th  Avenue. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


JANUARY   26  198 


Secrptarv.  Public  Utilities  Commisnon 


0654F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CfTY  AND  COU^m  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


88-0024 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  1956,  16-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main 
Installation  in  Judah  Street  between  19th  and  29th  Avenues,  as 
satisfactorily  completed;  approves  Credit  Contract  Modification  No.  1  in 
the  amount  of  $4,975.00;  authorizes  an  extension  of  time  for  unavoidable 
delays  of  53  working  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of 
$6,320.95  to  the  Contractor,  Berrios  Construction  Company,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of 


:iflNUARY   2^  1988  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commiision 


0655F 


CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  783,  Holm  Powerhouse  -  Replace 
Roof,  in  the  amount  of  $72,894  was  awarded  to  Western  Roofing  Service; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Because  of  road  closures  in  the  area  necessitated  by  the 
large  forest  fire  in  the  Stanislaus  National  Forest,  work  was  unable  to 
proceed  until  such  time  as  the  potentially  bad  weather  season  was 
approaching;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  order  to  avoid  having  the  work  performed  during  the  bad 
weather  months,  it  was  mutually  agreed  that  the  contract  time  should  be 
extended  by  230  calendar  days  to  permit  the  work  to  be  performed  during 
the  spring  of  1988,  with  a  new  completion  date  of  June  30,  1988,  being 
specified;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  was  also  agreed  that  the  time  extension  would  result  in 
no  change  of  contract  cost;  and 

WHEREAS,  At  Hetch  Hetchy's  request,  it  was  also  agreed  that  $4,000 
should  be  added  to  Bid  Item  No.  2,  Allowance  for  Extra  Work,  to  provide 
for  any  additional  interim  repairs  to  the  roof  which  may  be  required 
during  the  winter  season;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Contract 
Modification  No.  1  to  Contract  HH783,  consisting  of  the  following 
changes: 

1.  Time  extension  of  230  calendar  days  for  new  comple- 
tion date  of  June  30,  1988,  with  no  increase  in  the 
contract  amount;  and 

2.  Addition  of  $4,000  to  Bid  Item  No.  2,  Allowance  for 
Extra  Work,  to  provide  for  any  additional  repairs 
to  the  roof  which  may  be  required  during  the  inter 
in  winter  season. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of   JANUARY  26 


9fla^  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.   


VfHEREAS ,  This  contract  modification  represents  a  change  to  the 
MR-973  contract  which  was  required  due  to  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric 
Company ' s  installing  the  new  service  transformer  inside  the  existing 
vault  instead  of  underneath  the  sidewalk  area;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approve  a  Debit  Modification  to 
provide  funds  in  the  amount  of  $18,479.00  for  additional  work  as  set 
forth  in  Contract  Modification  No.    1,   to  Municipal  Railway  Contract 
No.  MR-973,  Presidio  Facility:  Furnish  and  Install  New  Electric 
Services  Switchboard  which  is  to  be  funded  under  Fund 
31-720-189-03-601732,   FMS  Account  No.    920041;   and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED.   That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  an 
extension  of  ninety  calendar  days  to  the  contract  term  in  order  to 
accomplish  said  work. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  waf:  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  JmAR^L^6J988_ 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commissiffi 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

crrv  AND  cou^fPf  Of  san  franosco 


RESOLUTION  Na   ^^0^*7 


WHEREAS.  Under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-977.    it  is 
necessary  to  modify  the  contract  in  the  amount  of  $22, 019. 00  to 
install  a  dropped  T-bar  ceiling,   install  lighting,  and  related  work  in 
the  Transportation  Training  Center;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  an  extension  of  time  of 
a  total  of  150  calendar  days  from  the  date  of  the  notice  to  proceed  to 
complete  the  work  under  this  contract  this  modification;   and  be  it 
further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  a  Debit 
Modification  in  the  amount  of  $22,019.00  to  provide  funds  for  the  work 
to  be  performed  as  set  forth  in  Contract  Modification  No.   1  which  is 
to  be  funded  under  Fund  Group  31-720-601732-189-03  FMS  Account  No. 
920741. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  hy  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  JANUARY  m 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Cornrn^sion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

COY  AND  COUNTY  OP  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


VmEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  recommended  and  the  San 
Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  has  authorized  the  provision  of  surface 
streetcar  operations  on  Market  Street,  from  Steuart  Street  eastward  to  the 
vicinity  of  Castro  Village,  as  part  of  the  revised  Market  Street 
Beautlflcatlon  Plan  (Board  Resolutions  160-83  and  1058-86);  and 

\fflEREAS,  Municipal  Railway  and  PUC  staff  developed  eight  terminal 
alternatives  in  compliance  with  the  above  cited  legislation;  and 

WHEREAS,  Two  public  meetings  were  held  which  evidenced  strong  support 
for  F-MARKET  AND  WHARF  streetcar  operation,  the  second  of  which  was  attended 
by  approximately  80  people  who  overwhelmingly  rejected  6  of  the  8  terminal 
alternatives,  and  strongly  supported  either  of  the  remaining  two  alternatives 
"A"  and  "8",  which  alternatives  are  as  follows: 

Alternative  A:    Market/Noe/17th  Street/Market  Loop,  and 
Alternative  8:    Market/Diamond/19th  Street/Castro/Market  Loop: 

and , 

WHEREAS,  Flyers  were  distributed  to  residents  along  the  two  proposed 
terminal  loop  routes,  requesting  comments  on  these  two  alternatives;  and 

WHEREAS,  Those  responding  overwhelmingly  rejected  Alternative  8  (the 
Diamond  Loop),  primarily  because  this  option  proposes  streetcar  operations  on 
heavily  congested  residential  streets;  and 

WHEREAS,  Municipal  Railway  staff  departments  and  other  affected  PUC 
and  City  departments  (including  City  Planning,  Public  Works,  the  Fire 
Department,  the  Arts  Commission,  and  the  PUC  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau) 
support  Alternative  4;  and 

WHEEIEAS,  Alternative  4  would  appropriately  serve  the  Castro  Village 
area,  but  would  minimize  intrusion  into  residential  neighborhoods,  avoid 
congestion  on  Castro  Street,  require  fewer  left  turns,  require  less  trackage 
and  be  the  least  expensive  route  to  operate;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Public  Utilities  Commission  hereby  adopts  a 
western  terminal  for  the  proposed  F-MARKET  AND  WHARF  streetcar  service,  as 
follows: 

From  Market  Street  via  Market,  L-Noe,  R-17th  Street  to  terminal 
between  Hartford  and  Castro;  return  17th  Street,  R-Market  Street, 
and  inbound  on  Market  in  accordance  with  previously  adopted 
Commission  and  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolutions, 

and,  be  it  further, 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  Municipal  Railway  and  Public 
Utilities  Commission  staff  to  take  actions  as  appropriate  to  communicate  and 
implement  this  Resolution,  including  the  preparation  of  grant  applications  and 
other  matters  for  the  consideration  of  this  Commission,  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,  and  other  appropriate  agencies. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

JANUARY    2^  1988 

at  Its  meeting  of  


Secretary, 


tary.  Public  Utilities  Commiss^n 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  AND  COUtiTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  ^^'"'^ 


RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  approves 
the  terms  and  conditions  and  authorizes  the  execution  of 
7.3  acres,  more  or  less,   lease  to  Santa  Clara  Sand  and 
Gravel  Company,   for  the  purpose  of  stockpiling  sand  and 
gravel  products  as  set  forth  in  lease  (copy  of  which 
lease  is  on  file  with  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department) 
of  certain  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department,   located  in  Alameda  County 
(Water  Department  Drawing  No.   B-4453)  for  a  term  of 
ten  (10)  years,   commencing  February  1,   1988,   and  termina- 
ting January  31,    1998,   at  an  initial  annual  rental  of 
$5,475.00.     Annual  rental  shall  be  adjusted  annually  in 
direct  proportion  to  any  percentage  change  in  San 
Francisco  Construction  Cost  Index,   plus  reimbursement 
of  taxes  and  assessments  thereon . 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  JANUARY     26  1988  _ 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commiyflon 


Public  utilities  commission 


San  Francisco  Water  Department 


MEMORANDUM 


DATE:  January  27,  1988 

TO:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

FROM:  Genera  1  Manager  and  Chief  EngineerJ^^/ 

SUBJECT:  Monthly  Report  of  December  Activitlfi.es 


OPERATIONS 


Storage.     The  month-end  status  of  local  storage  reservoirs  is  shown 
on  the  accompanying  figure  1.     The  storage  levels  in  the  Peninsula 
Division  reservoirs  at  the  end  of  December  amounted  to  16.2  billion 
gallons  or  54%  of  capacity.     This  is  less  than  the  16.3  billion 
gallons  or  55%  of  capacity  in  storage  at  the  end  of  November.  For 
the  Suburban  system  as  a  whole,   storage  amounted  to  38.2  billion 
gallons  and  49%,   compared  to  37.8  billion  gallons  and  49%  of 
capacity  at  the  end  of  last  month. 

Production.     Water  supplied  by  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  production  of 
local  water  treatment  plants  are  shown  on  the  accompanying  figure  2. 

Consumption.  Gross  water  deliveries  to  San  Francisco  customers  and 
the  suburban  area  are  displayed  on  the  accompanying  figure  3. 


Rationing  Program 

The  rationing  program  continues  to  meet  the  program  goals  for 
reductions  in  water  consumption  through  December  1988.  Customer 
inquiries  and  requests  for  allotment  increases  continue  at  an 
average  daily  rate  of  300  phone  calls,   125  letters  and  20  walk-ins. 
Work  backlogs  continue  to  be  minimal,  due  mostly  to  coordinating 
on-site  field  inspections  relating  to  requests  for  allotment 
increases.     Steps  have  been  taken  to  counteract  any  negative  impact 
from  the  rain  and  snow  storms  that  occurred  during  December  by 
continuing  to  promote  the  "Rain  or  shine,   there's  never  enough  water 
to  waste"  message.     Reminded  customers  that  it  was  much  too  early  in 
the  rainy  season  to  even  consider  lifting  the  water  use  restrictions 
and  that  the  water  rationing  program  was  still  in  effect.     The  Bay 
Area  media  cooperated  in  promoting  this  message.     Continued  to 
distribute  water  conservation  materials  to  organizations,  civic 
groups  and  the  general  public  on  request. 


Water  Supply 


1.  Hetch  Hetchy  water  import:     An  average  of  153.8  million 
gallons  per  day  (MGD)   for  the  month  of  December. 

2.  Sunol  Valley  Filtration  Plant  treated     6.3  MGD. 
San  Andreas  Filtration  Plant  treated  22.1  MGD. 

3 .  Consumption  (MGD  average) : 

December  1988  -  181.6)  21.5  percent  less 

December  1987  -  231.2) 

December  1988  -  181.6)  17.0  percent  less 

December  1976  -  218.8) 

12  months  preceding 

January  1,    1989     -     248.0)  13.5  percent  less 

January  1,   1988     -  286.6) 

4.  Storage  (million  gallons)  as  of  January  1: 


1988 


1989 


Increase 
-  Decrease 


%  Full 
Capacity 


Alameda  Div.    (Capacity  48,014) 


19,202 


22,038 


2,836 


46 


Peninsula  Div.    (Capacity  29.783) 


15, 549 


16, 196 


647 


54 


Total   (Maximum  Capacity  77.797) 


34,751 


38, 234 


3,483 


49 


-2- 


CONTINUING  PROGRAMS 


Leases  and  Permits.  By  the  terms  of  their  leases,  royalties  or 
percentage  of  revenue  received  for  the  month  of  December  are  as 
f ol lows : 


Vehicular  Accidents.  During  the  month  of  December  there  were  7 
accidents,   5  of  which  were  possibly  avoidable. 


Industrial  Accidents.  There  were  8  lost-time  injuries  in 
December.     There  is  a  total  of  108  for  the  calendar  year. 


Flushing .  The  flushing  program  has  been  suspended  for  the 
duration  of  the  drought. 


Santa  Clara  Sand  and  Gravel 
Sunol  Golf  Course 
Crysta 1  Springs  Gol f  Course 
Mission  Valley  Rock 


$37, 541.88 
16,826.98 
13,182.65 
67,830.77 


0005D 
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FIGURE 
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FIGURE  3 
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REMARKS 

•2023 

12-Inch  Main  in  Fillmore  Street, 
Haight  Street  to  Ellis  Street 

3,800 
4,400 

608,000 
528, 000 
580,000 

5 
20 

5 
15 

100 

December,  1988 
(Revised ) 

Feeder  Main 

•2024 

8-Inch  Main  in  Eucalyptus, 
Gellert  and  other  streets 

100 
40 
35 
100 

December,  1988 

Main  Replacement 

■2025 

8-Inch  D.I.   Main  in  Pine  Street 
between  Leavenworth  &  Grant  Ave. 

2,900 
3,350  ' 

February,  1989 

Main  Replacement 

-2029 

8-Inch  Main  in  Glay  Street 
between  Webster  &  Baker  Streets 

603,000 

June,  1989 

Main  Replacement 

-2030 

6-Inch  Main  in  Tehama,  Harriet, 
Rausch,   Lanigton  and  23rd  Sts . 

3,150  , 

410,000 

10 

December,  1988 
( Revised ) 

Main  Replacement 

-2032 

©"""Inch    T)     T        Ma-ir\     I'n     P-i^*-—™-.  j_ 

j.ii'-ji  u,±,  iviain  m  Sacramento 
Street  between  Locust  and 
Divisadero  Streets 

3,400  j 
3,650 

6,160 

580,000 
630,000 

15 

50 

February  1989 

Main  Replacement 

-2033" 

6-Inch  and  8-Inch  D.I.   Main  in 
Leavenworth".   S t on^^m;:! n  » nri 
Other  streets 

20 
0  8 

45 
10 

February,  1989 

Main  Replacement 

-20-34 

>•  •■■  -. 

8-Inch  D.I.   Main  in  Folsom 
Street,   16th  Street  to  Army 
1  Street 

1 

1,  000,  00 

April,  1989 

Main  Replacement 

.  -COmi^ACr  l'.Hi:i'A[>AT10M_ 
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8-Inch  D.I.  Main  in  3rd  Street, 
Thornton  and  .Jamestown  Avenues 

4,000 

800,000 

90 

100 

Main  Replacement 
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San  Francisco  Water  Department 


MEMORANDUM 


DATE:  January  29,  1988 

TO:  General  Manager,   Public  Utilities  Commission 

FROM:  General  Manager  and  Chief  Enginefflr^ 

SUBJECT:  Monthly  Report  of  December  Activities 


OPERATIONS 


Storage .     The  month-end  status  of  local  storage  reservoirs  is  shown 
on  the  accompanying  figure  1.     The  storage  levels  in  the  Peninsula 
Division  reservoirs  at  the  end  of  December  amounted  to  15.5  billion 
gallons  or  52%  of  capacity.     This  is  more  than  the  13.3  billion 
gallons  or  45%  of  capacity  in  storage  at  the  end  of  November.  For 
the  Suburban  system  as  a  whole,   storage  amounted  to  34.8  billion 
gallons  and  45%  of  capacity  compared  to  31.5  billion  gallons  and  40' 
of  capacity  at  the  end  of  last  month. 

Production.     Water  supplied  by  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  production  of 
local  water  treatment  plants  are  shown  on  the  accompanying  figure  2 

Consumption .  Gross  water  deliveries  to  San  Francisco  customers  and 
the  suburban  area  are  displayed  on  the  accompanying  figure  3. 


Water  Supply 


1.  Hetch  Hetchy  water  import:     An  average  of  297.9  million 
gallons  per  day  (MGD)  for  the  month  of  December. 

2.  Sunol  Valley  Filtration  Plant  treated  2.5  MGD. 
San  Andreas  Filtration  Plant  treated  33.5  MGD. 

3 .  Consumption  (MGD  average) : 

December  1987  -  231.2)  16.7  percent  less 

December  1986  -  277. 6) 

December  1987  -  231.2)  5.7  percent  more 

December  1976  -  218. 8) 

12  months  preceding 

January  1,    1988     -     287.7)  3.6  percent  more 

January  1,    1987     -  277.6) 

4.  Storage  (million  gallons)   as  of  January  1: 


1987 


1988 


Increase 
~  Decrease 


%  Full 
Capacity 


Alameda  Div.    (Capacity  48,014) 


31,279 


19,202 


-  12,077 


40 


Peninsula  Div.    (Capacity  29,783) 


17,228 


15,549 


-  1,679 


52 


Total   (Maximum  Capacity  77,797) 


48, 507 


34,751 


-  13,756 


45 


-2- 


CONTINUING  PROGRAMS 


Net  Paving  Sa les 


December 
1987 


Fiscal  Year 
To  Date 


Actual 


$4, 112, 826 


$29,071,405 


Estimated 


4, 132, 936 


29,313,786 


Increase/ (Decrease) 


(20, 110) 


(242, 381) 


Increase/Decrease  (%) 


(0.5) 


(0.8) 


Leases  and  Permits .  By  the  terms  of  their  leases,  roya 1 t ies  or 
percentage  of  revenue  received  for  the  month  of  December  are  as 
f ol lows : 


Vehicular  Accidents.  During  the  month  of  December  there  were  4 
accidents,    1  of  which  was  possibly  avoidable. 


Industrial  Accidents.  There  were  5  lost-time  injuries  in 
December .     There  is  a  total  of  72  for  the  ca lendar  year . 


Flushing .  Due  to  the  water  conservation  effort,  the  flushing 
program  was  suspended  in  December. 


Santa  Clara  Sand  and  Gravel 
Sunol  Golf  Course 
Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course 
Mission  Va 1 ley  Rock 


$37,707.83 
16,292.87 
8,339.99 
56, 572.41 


December 
1987 


Fiscal  Year 
1987-88 


Mains   (all  sizes),  lineal 
feet 


-0- 


-0- 


0005D 


-3- 
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December  ,  1987  

W.     "  Yr\  PREPARED  BY:     T.  Dickerman 


EST. 
LGTll. 

EST. 

PERCENT 
COMPLETE 

Schedul ed 
completion  of 
Plans  &  Specs. 

REMARKS 

PROJECT 

COST  [ 

This 

Total 

San  Jose  Avenue  and  30th  Street 

9,400  I 

,300.000 1 

5 

85 

January  .  1988 

Project  reactivated 
due  to  'J'  line  funds 
now  available  from 
n  n  T 

8-Inch  Main  in  Clay  Street.  Kearny 
Street  to  Davis  Street 

2,050 

620,000 

18 

98 

December,  1987 
(Revised) 

Main  Replacement 

B-Inch  Main  in  Fulton  Street, 
Fillmore  Street  to  Franklin  Street 

2.800 

560,000 

30 

90 

January,  1988 
(Revised) 

Main  Replacement 

7 
1 

)2 

8-Inch  Main  in  Bush  Street, 
Octavia  Street  to  Mason  Street 

4,700 

t 

1  ,030,000 

30 

'.  90 

January  ,  1987 
(Revised) 

Main  Replacement 

8-Inch  Main  in  Point  Lobos  Avenue 
Great  Highway  and  Balboa  Street  from 
Cliff  House  t-o  46th  Avenue 

2,900 

320,000 

30 

100 

December,  19^/ 
(Revised) 

Main  Extension 

8;inch  Main  in  Post  Street 
Powell  to  Market  Streets 

2.100 

.610,000 

i 

10 

60 

January,  1987 
(Revised) 

Main  Replacement 

12-Inch  Main  in  BTanken  Ave., 
Tunnel  Ave.  to  Executive  Park  Blvd. 

1  ,800 

280,000 

8 

98 

December.  1987 
(Revised) 

Feeder  Main  ■ 

1  8-Inch  Mains  on  Barneveld  Street, 
Rickard  Street  to  Silver  Avenue  and 
Marin  Street,  East  of  Bayshore  Blvd. 

1  ,300 

180,000 

65 

90 

December.  1987 

Main  Extension 

I:! 
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■  CONTRACT  PREPARATION 


December,  1987 

W.  Yr^  PREPARED  BY:     T.  Dickerman 


PROJECT 

EST. 
LGTH. 

EST. 

PERCENT 
COMPLETE 

Scliedul  ed 
completion  of 
Plans  &  Specs. 

REMARKS 

COST  f 

This 
lonth 

Total 

R-Tnrh  M;*nn  in  (TFarrpll  Street. 

Larkin  Street  to  Grant  Avenue 

3,850  1 

,155,000 

40 

45 

April,  1988 

Main  Replacement 

R-Tnrh  Main  1n  Tflvlnr  Street. 

U     lll^n     IIQIII      111      lUJflkJI  ^ 

Golden  Gate  to  Sutter  and  Pine 
to  Washington 

3,700  1 

,110,000 

25 

30 

April,  1988 

Main  Replacement 

8-Inch  Main  in  Jerrold  Avenue, 
Donahue  Street  and  Cleo  Rand  Street 
for  Morgan  Heights  Development 

1 .060 

116,000 

40 

100 

November,  1987 

Main  Extension 

ft-Tnrh  Main  in  Rush  Street. 

Kj     lll^ll     lluLll      III  UUjIi 

Presidio  Avenue  to  Octavia  Street 

5,700 

1,030,000 

25 

80 

February,  1988 
(Revised) 

Main  Replacement 

6-Tnrh  and  1?-Tnrh  D  I     Mains  in 
Howard  Street  and  Steuart  Street 

700 

200,000 

30 

100 

February,  1988 
(Revised) 

Main  Replacement 

i 

- 

MINUTES 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND   COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Art  Agnos 
Mayor 

SPECIAL  MEETING 

Lurie  Room,   Main  Library 
Civic  Center,   San  Francisco 

2:00  P.M. 

February  2 ,  1988 

COMMISSIONERS 
Jeffrey  Lee ,  President 
Charna  E.  Staten,   Vice  President 


H.   Welton  Flynn 


Arthur  V,  Toupin 


Mark  W.  Buell 


DEPARTMENTS 


BUREAUS 


He tch  Hetchy  Project 


Claims  and  Contracts 


Municipal  Railway 


Energy  Conservation 


Water  Depar tment 


Engineer  ing  and 
Construction  Management 


Financial  Management  and 
Performance  Monitoring 


Infer mat  ion  Systems 


Personnel  and  Training 


Dean  W.  Coffey 


ACTING  GENERAL  MANAGER 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 


SECRETARY 


88-014 


Call  CO  Order:     2:05  P.M. 


Present:       President  Jeffrey  Lee,  Vice  President  Charna  E.  Staten, 
Commissioner  H.  We It on  Flynn,   Commissioner  Arthur  V. 
Toupin,   Commissioner  Mark  W.  Buell 

A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


RESOLUTION 
NO. 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Flynn,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0U30        GM      Approving  budget  proposals  for  fiscal  year  1988-89. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,   Flynn,  Toupin,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-OUjI        GM      Approving  the  Water  Department  Capital  Improvement 
Program,   1988-89  through  1993-94. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,  Staten,   Flynn,   Toupin,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0032        GM      Approving  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Capital 
Improvement  Program,   1988-89  through  1993-94 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Lee,   Staten,   Flynn,  Toupin,  Buell 


Copies  of  the  above  resolutions  are  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Publ ic  Utilities 
Commission . 

******** 

Public  Hearing 

Resolution  Nos.    88-0030,   88-0031  and  88-0032  —  To  consider  budget 
proposals  for  fiscal  year  1988-89  for  all  departments  and  bureaus 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission ;  and  to 
consider  Capital  Improvement  Programs  for  the  Water  Department  and 
Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  for   1988-89  through  1993-94. 


88-015 


Mr,   Dean  W.   Coffey,   Acting  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  said 
that  the  proposed  budgets  were  developed  by  each  department  and 
reviewed  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission's  General  Manager  and 
staff.     Incremental   increases  were  included  based  upon  consideration 
of  State  mandated  programs,   safety  requirements,  water  quality  and 
revenue  product  ion. 

Commissioner  Flynn  thanked  the  Water  Department  and  the  Municipal 
Railway  foe  providing  material  requested  at  the  last  meeting  in  such 
an  expeditious  manner. 

Municipal  Railway 

Mr.  VJilliam  G,  Stead,  General  Manager,   Municipal  Railway,  presented 
the  budget  as  a  continuation  of  this  year's  budget  plus  $1,8  million 
for  funding  of  a  hazardous  waste  materials  program,  an  increase  in 
engine  rebuilding,  and  infrastructure  maintenance  improvements.  The 
proposed  increase  would  be  partially  offset  by  elimination  of  the 
Trolley  Festival  due  to  reconstruction  of  Market  Street  and 
full -year   implementation  of  service  reductions  previously  approved 
by  the  Commission  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Commissioner  Flynn  made  reference  to  the  request  for  two  Transit 
Information  Clerks,   to  be  funded  by  reallocation  of  platform 
salaries,   and  requested  that  another  source  of  funding  be  found  for 
those  positions,     Mr.   Stead  agreed  to  find  other  funding  and  said 
that  one  of  the  objectives  of  this  budget  is  not  to  reduce  platform 
hours . 

Commissioner  Sta ten  expressed  concer n  about  acting  on  a  budget 
without  establishing  priorities  as  to  how  the  $1,8  million  deficit 
should  be  handled.     She  suggested  looking  at  the  entire  department 
for  savings,   including  staffing  and  maintenance,  as  well  as  service 
reductions  and  a  fare  increase. 

Commissioner  Toupin  said  that  there  would  be  a  deficit  of  $86 
million  citywide  which  must  be  taken  into  consideration.     He  asked 
whether  there  were  new  efficiencies  which  could  be  employed  to 
reduce  costs?     Also,  are  there  activities  which  are  performed  which 
could  be  eliminated  or  reduced?     Are  we  overstaffed?     Do  our 
procedures  require  unnecessary  duplication  of  work?     Do  they  produce 
nones sent ial  paper  work  which  could  be  changed?     He  suggested  this 
type  of  approach.     Mr,   Stead  replied  that  there  is  a  need  to  look 
into  these  areas  in  much  more  depth.     After  there  is  a  clear  sense 
of  the  budget  limitation  on  the  expense  side,  he  said  that  staff 
would  proceed  along  those  1 ines .     He  added ,   there  is  a  risk  of 
identifying  areas  to  be  sacrificed,  giving  them  up,  and  then  finding 
out  it  was  not  needed . 

President  Lee  asked  which  would  be  more  desirable,  a  fare  increase 
or  service  reductions. 

Mr ,   Stead  repl ied  that  if  the  amount  of  the  deficit  remained 
constant,   there  would  be  a  good  opportunity  of  balancing  the  budget 
without  a  reduction  in  platform  salaries  and  without  a  fare  increase. 

Commissioner  Flynn  inquired  as  to  the  reason  for  the  $500,000 
decrease  in  Workers*   Compensation.     Mr.   Stead  said  that  the 
Municipal  Railway  created  a  Transit  Manager   I  position  to  handle 
wor kers '   compensation  and  industrial  accidents.     This  position 
replaced  one  which  was  cut  from  the  budget  in  previous  years.  Mr. 
Stead  said  that  now  the  Transit  Manager   I  acts  as  a  specialist  and 
provides  backup  and  support  for  the  Division  Managers  who  do  the 
investigations.     Hours  lost  will  be  monitored  under  the  MBO  program. 


88-016 


President  Lee  asked  what  the  impact  would  be  if  the  department  had 
to  reduce  its  budget  by  $5-6  million.     Mr,   Stead  said  that  a 
possible  scener io  would  be:   to  raise  the  fare  to  80  cents  and  the 
Fast  Pass  to  $26.00  to  produce  $2,5  million;  to  cut  service  by  $2 
million;  to  save  $1  million  through  management  efficiencies;  and  to 
use  $1  million  from  the  Transit  Impact  Development  Fee . 

Commiss  ioner  Staten  expressed  concern  about  continued  defer  red 
maintenance.     She  r eques ted  a  periodic  report  to  the  Commission 
regarding  the  progress  made  in  this  area.     Mr.   Stead  said  that  he 
would  report  in  November  or  December  1988. 

President  Lee  opened  the  meet ing  for  public  comments . 

Mr .   Bobbie  Brown,    President,   Transport  VJorkers  Union,   Local  250A, 
spoke  in  opposition  to  using  platform  salaries  to  fund  information 
clerks . 

Commissioner  Toupin  moved  approval  of  the  Municipal  Railway  budget 
as  presented  assuming  that  general  fund  support  would  rema in 
constant  and  any  changes  would  come  back   to  the  Commission, 
Commissioner  Flynn  seconded.     The  motion  was  unanimously  approved. 

Water  Department 

Mr.   Arthur  Jensen,   Deputy  General  Manager ,  Water  Department, 
descr ibed  ten  new  programs  to ta ling  $616,000. 

President  Lee  inquired  about  the  source  of  the  $5  million  surplus 
which  the  Board  of  Supervisors  had  proposed  to  transfer  to  the 
general  f und . 

Mr .  Anson  Mor  an ,   Assistant  General  Manager  ,   Finance ,   r epl ied  that  a 
surplus  accrued  during  the  years  prior  to  the  City  reaching  a 
settlement  of  long-standing  litigation  with  suburban  customers. 
Also ,  h  ir  ing  freezes  prevented  spending  budgeted  funds.  President 
Lee  expressed  concern  about  the  possibility  of  adding  to  the  surplus 
by  not  committing  all  of  the  funds  budgeted  for  capital  improvements 
and  maintenance.     Mr.   Jensen  said  that  the  department  would  monitor 
the  capital  budget. 

Commissioner  Toupin  inquired  about  the  reduction  in  bond  costs .     Ms . 
Christine  Morioka,  Rate  Administrator,  Water  Department,  replied 
that  those  costs  were  associated  with  the  1972  bond  issue.  However, 
bonds  sold  in  1985/1987  will  impact  the  operating  budget  in  fiscal 
year  1991-92. 

Commissioner  Buell  said  that  with  depletion  of  the  surplus  and  costs 
automatically  going  up  in  a  few  years  due  to  new  facilities  funded 
by  bonds  going  on  line,   rate  increases  will  have  to  be  considered. 

President  Lee  asked  for  public  comments.     There  were  none.  On 
motion  of  Commissioner  Buell,   seconded  by  Commissioner  Staten,  the 
Water  Department  operating  and  capital  budgets  were  unanimously 
approved . 

Hetch  Hetchy 

Mr.   Moran  presented  the  budget  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power.  He 
said  that  staff  wanted  to  increase  the  amount  for  a  pr e-f easib il i ty 
study  of  municipalization  of  the  power  distribution  system  in  San 
Francisco  from  $25,000  to  $75,000.     Commissioner  Buell  said  that  he 
did  not  think  $75,000  was  enough  money  to  do  an  adequate  study. 


88-017 


He  said  that  it  was  his  understanding  when  the  power  contracts  were 
before  the  Commission  that  the  Commission  would  agressively  pursue 
an  objective  analysis  of  municipalization.     He  recommended 
increasing  the  amount  to  $150,000  as  a  first  phase  of  a  more 
complexed  study.     Following  discussion  the  other  members  of  the 
Commission  concurred  and  the  amount  was  increased  to  $15  0,00  0. 

Mr.   Mo ran  said  that  it  was  staff's  intention  to  reduce  the  amount 
carried  forward  to  i^A  million  after  projection  of  the  year -end 
balance .     The  excess  amount  could  be  transferred  to  the  general  fund. 

Commiss ioner  Toupln  expressed  concern  about  the  possibility  of  two 
consecutive  dry  years.     If  that  we re  to  happen,   capital  funds  would 
be  used  to  balance  the  budget.     Mr.   Mo ran  said  that  the  analysis  for 
dry  year s  assumed  that  the  capital  program  would  be  touched  less 
than  one  year   in  ten.     He  suggested  an  annual  review  of  the  need  for 
a  dry  year  reserve  and  possible  funding  source. 

Commissioner  Toupin  moved,   Commissioner  Buell  seconded  to  annually 
review  the  need  for  a  dry  year   reserve.     The  motion  was  unanimously 
adopted . 

President  Lee  asked  for  public  comments.     There  were  none. 

Commissioner  Buell  moved.   Commissioner  Staten  seconded  to  approve 
the  Hetch  Hetchy  operating  and  capital  budgets  with  inclusion  of  the 
previous  motion.     The  budgets  were  unanimously  approved. 

Bureau  of  Light  Heat  and  Power 

Commissioner  Staten  moved ,  Commissioner  Toupin  seconded  to  approve 
the  budget  for  the  Bureau  of  Light,  Heat  and  Power.  There  were  no 
publ ic  comments .     The  budget  was  unanimously  approved . 

PUC  Bureaus 

Commissioner  Flynn  moved ,  Commissioner  Buell  seconded  to  approve  the 
budget  for  the  PUC  Bureaus,     There  were  no  public  comments.  The 
budget  was  unanimously  approved. 

THEREUPON  THE   MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED:      4:37  P.M. 


ROMAINE  A.  BOLDRIDGE 
Secretary 


87-018 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


88-0030 


RESOLVED,  That  the  budget  estimates  of  the  fiscal  year  1988/89  as 
prepared  by  the  General  Manager  ot  Public  Utilities  in  accordance  with  the 
instructions  from  the  Mayor's  Office  and  the  Controller  and  on  file  with  the 
Administrative  Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and    pursuant  to  Public 
Hearing,  are  hereby  approved  for  the  following  amounts: 

Municipal  Railway  239,884,172 

Water  Department  by,2Ul,b34 


RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  is  authorized  to 
make  technical  adjustments  as  may  be  necessary;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  ot  Public  utilities  is 
authorized  to  adjust  salaries  in  accordance  with  amendments  to  the  Annual 
Salary  ordinance  ana  mandatory  fringe  benefits  in  accordance  with  the 
Controller's  instructions;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  Tnat  the  budget  estimates  be  filed  with  the  Controller 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Charter  Section  6.200. 


Hetch  Hetchy 


69,390,670 


Public  Utilities  Commission 


27,031,442 


Burueau  of  Light,  Heat  &  Power 


41,178,543 
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/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Crrv  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  W)3i 


WHEREAS,  The  Water  Department  Capital  Improvement  Program  proposes 
capital  improvement  and  facilities  maintenance  priorities  for  funding  in  the 
1988-89  budget;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Department  in  conjunction  with  the  Utilities  Engineering 
Bureau  and  Bureau  of  Finance,  has  assessed  the  scope,  cost  estimate  and 
schedule  for  proposed  capital  improvements  needed  for  the  reliable  operation 
of  San  Francisco's  power  generation  and  water  storage  facilities  over  the  next 
six  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  for  the  planned  capital  investment  will  be  available 
from  water  rates;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  amount  of  revenue- funded  capital  improvements 
for  1988-89  is  consistent  with  previous  projections  for  rate-setting  purposes; 
now,  THEREFORE,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  adopts  the  Water 
Department  Capital  Improvement  Program,  1988-89  through  1993/94  as  recommended 
by  the  General  Manager. 


0130g/lsm 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  I^EBRlJARY   Z  19^ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FHANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  003^ 


WHEREAS,  The  Hetch  Hetchy  Capital  Improvement  Program  proposes 
capital  improvement  and  facilities  maintenance  priorities  for  funding 
in  the  1988-89  budget;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Department,  in  conjunction  with  the  Utilities 
Engineering  Bureau  and  Bureau  of  Finance,  has  assessed  the  scope,  cost 
estimate  and  schedule  of  proposed  capital  improvements  needed  for  the 
reliable  operation  of  San  Francisco's  power  generation  and  water 
storage  facilities  over  the  next  six  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  for  the  planned  capital  investments  is 
available  from  revenues  generated  by  the  Hetch  Hetchy  project;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  adopts  the 
Hetch  Hetchy  Capital  Improvement  Program,  1988-89  through  1993-9A, 
recommended  by  the  General  Manager;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  shall  annually 
review  the  need  for  a  dry  year  reserve. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

^     .  FEBRUARY  2  1988 

at  its  meeting  of  „  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commis^on 


JEFFREY  LEE 
PRESIDENT 

CHARNA  E  STATEN 
VICE  PRESIDENT 

H  WELTON  FLYNN 

ARTHUR  V.TOUPIN 

MARKW.  BUELL 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Ciry  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

OIANNE  FEINSTEIN,  MAYOR 
DONALD  J.  BIRREa  GENERAL  MANAGER 


3^ 

MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 

WATER  DEPARTMENT 

HETCH  HETCHY 
WATER  AND  POWER 


February  5,  1988 


NOTICE  OF  EXECUTIVE  SESSION 


The  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  will  meet  in  executive  session,  for 
the  purpose  of  discussing  a  personnel  matter,  on  Tuesday, 
February  9,   1988,   immediately  after  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  meeting,   in  Room  287,   City  Hall,  San  Francisco, 
California.     This  meeting  is  in  compliance  with  California 
Government  Code  Section  54957, 


ROMAINE  A.  BOLDRIDGE 
Secretary 


RAB : ava 


cc :     Member  s ,  PUC 

George  Krueger 


287  CITY  HALL  •  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIFORNIA  941  02  •  (415)  554-7316 


MINUTES 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND   COUNTY  OF   SAN  FRANCISCO 

Art  Agnos 
Mayo  r 

REGULAR  MEETING 
Room  282,    City  Hall 
2:00  P.M. 
February  9,  1988 

COMMISSIONERS 
H.  Welton  Flynn,  President 
Ar thur  V ,   Toupin ,   Vice  President 


Jeffrey  Lee 


Charna  E .  Staten 


Mark  W.  Buell 


DEPARTMENTS 


BUREAUS 


Hetch  Hetchy  Project 


Claims  and  Contracts 


Municipal  Ra ilway 


Energy  Conservation 


Water  Department 


Engineering  and 
Construct  ion  Management 


Financial  Management  and 
Performance  Monitoring 


Inf ormat  ion  Systems 


Personnel  and  Training 


Dean  W.  Coffey 


ACTING  GENERAL  MANAGER 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 


SECRETARY 


88-019 


Call  to  Order:     2:12  P.M. 


Present:       President  Jeffrey  Lee,  Vice  President  Charna  E.  Staten, 
Commissioner  H.  Welton  Flynn,  Commissioner  Arthur  V. 
Toupin 

Excused :       Commissioner  Mark  W.  Buell 


On  motion  of  Flynn,  seconded  by  Staten,  the  Minutes  of  the  regular 
meeting  of  January  26,   1988  were  approved . 


A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


Election  of  Officers  for  the  Year  1988 

Commiss ioner  Toupi n  nominated  Commi ssioner  H.  Welton  Flynn  for 
President.     Commissioner  Staten  seconded. 

Commissioner  Flynn  was  unanimously  elected  President. 

Commissioner  Lee  thanked  his  fellow  Commissioners  and  the  staff  for 
their  support  and  cooperation  during  his  term  as  President. 

President  Flynn  accepted  the  gavel  and  presided  for  the  remainder  of 
the  meeting. 

Commissioner  Lee  nominated  Commissioner  Arthur  V.  Toupin  for  Vice 
President ,     Commissioner  Staten  seconded . 

Commissioner  Toupin  was  unanimously  elected  Vice  President. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  OF  BUSINESS 


******** 


RESOLUTION 
NO. 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Staten,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 


88-0033 


MR 


Requesting  the  Controller  to  draw  warrants  in 
payment  of  claims  against  the  Municipal  Railway, 
totaling  $148,000. 


VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Staten,  the 
resolution  was  adopted: 


following 


88-0034 


WD 


Approving  the  plans  and  specif icat  ions  as 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing 
for  Water  Department  Contract  No.  1991,  8 
12-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Street  between  Kearny  and  Dr umn  Streets. 


prepared 
Bid  Call 
Inch  and 
Clay 


VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten 


88-020 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Staten,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  Bid  Call  for  Water  Department  Contract 
No.  WD-2005,  Suburban  Division  Road  Paving. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,  Staten 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Staten,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Water  Department 
Contract  No.   1967,   8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main 
Installation  in  Steiner  Street  Between  Sutter  and 
Jackson  Streets,   as  satisfactorily  completed; 
approving  Credit  Contract  Modification  No.   1  in  the 
amount  of  $14,309,00;   authorizing  an  extension  of 
time  for  unavoidable  delays  of  7  working  days;  and 
authorizing  final  payment  in  the  amount  of 
$30,599.25  to  P  &  J  Utility  Co.,  Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Staten,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted : 

Awarding  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-872, 
Handicapped  Loading  Platforms,  Ocean  and  Geneva 
Avenues,  and  Duboce  Avenue  At  Sunset  Tunnel  East 
Portal,   in  the  amount  of  $149,350.00,   to  Golden  Bay 
Construction,   Inc.,  Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,  Staten 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Staten,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Awarding  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-943-R, 
Woods  Division:  Maintenance  and  Car  Building  Shop 
Heating,  Ventilation  and  Air  Conditioning 
Modification,  for  the  work  as  specified  under  the 
base  bid  and  Alternate  IB,  in  the  amount  of 
$514,000.00,  to  Angotti  &  Reilly/T.E.  Joo  -  Joint 
Venture . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,  Staten 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Staten,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Awarding  Water  Department  Contract  No.   1992R,  8-Inch 
Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation,   in  Oilman  Avenue, 
From  Fitch  Street  to  235  feet  East  of  Earl  Street; 
and  in  Bancroft  Avenue,  Third  Street  to  Mendel 1 
Street,   in  the  net  amount  of  $79,882.00,   to  Clarke 
Construction  Co.,  Contractor, 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,  Staten 


88-021 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Staten,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  Contract  Modification  No.   1  to  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-1926,   Installation  of 
Probe  Meters  and  Controllers,   for  an  extension  of  45 
calendar  days,  with  no  increase  in  the  contract 
amount , 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Staten,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  the  transfer  of  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Consumers'   Closed  Accounts  With  Credit 
Balances  unclaimed  for  three  years,   in  the  amount  of 
$30,308.84,  per  San  Francisco  Water  Department  list 
of  February  15,   1988,   to  the  Water  Department 
Unappropriated  Surplus . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Staten,   the  following 
resolut  ion  was  adopted : 

Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  extend  the  professional  services  contract  for  the 
Mission  Bay  Planning  Manager,   for  a  period  not  to 
exceed  one  year . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  Contract  Modification  No.   1  to  the 
Agreement  with  Booz-Allen  &  Hamilton,  Inc.,  for 
development  of  a  Maintenance  Management  system  for 
the  Cable  Car  Cable  Machinery  System,   for  a  12-month 
extension  of  time,  at  no  cost. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten 


On  motion  of  Staten,   seconded  by  Toupin,  the 
following  resolut  ion  was  adopted : 

Authorizing  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of 

Fi nance,   to  apply  for,   accept  and  expend  $23,500  of 

UMTA ,  Section  6,  Technical  Assistance  Grants  and 

Cooperative  Agreements,   for  the  purpose  of 

conducting  a  case  study  of  the  Joint 

Labor -Management  Board;   and  author izing  the  General 

Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to  set  forth  and  execute 

affirmative  minority  business  policies  in  connection 

with  the  project's  procurement  needs. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,  Staten 


88-022 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0045         MR      Authorizing  the  transfer  of  $100,000  from  Equipment 
Maintenance's  Object  109   (Other  Contractual 
Services)   to  Object  389   (Miscellaneous  Services  of 
Other  Departments)   to  fund  the  services  of  the  San 
Francisco  Conservation  Corps  through  December  31, 
1988,   for  the  cleaning  of  graffiti  from  Muni 
vehicles  and  facilities. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Lee,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0046         HH       Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  enter  into  a  recreation  agreement  with  the 
Turlock  Irrigation  District  and  the  Modesto 
Irrigation  District  for  the  operation  of 
recreational  opportunities  on  the  New  Don  Pedro 
Reservoi  r . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten 


Copies  of  the  above  resolutions  are  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission . 

******** 

Introduction  of  Old  Business 

Commissioner  Staten  requested  cons  ider at  ion  of  a  pol icy  statement 
regarding  the  proposed  Caltrain  extension  at  the  next  Commission 
meeting.     She  suggested  that  it  address  the  impact  of  the  proposal 
on  Municipal  Railway  projects  which  are  currently  underway  and 
future  projects.     The  policy  should  also  consider  whether  the 
Caltrain  extension  is  the  appropriate  place  to  spend  the  money  from 
a  regional  point  of  view. 

Report  of  the  General  Manager 

Mr.  Dean  Coffey,  Acting  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities, 
reported  that  there  had  been  an  increasing  problem  of  vandalism  on 
Municipal  Railway  buses  in  the  last  few  months,     Mr.   Paul  Toliver, 
Deputy  General  Manager,  Transportation,  displayed  a  map  of  the  city 
which  identified  the  sites  where  these  incidents  had  occurred.  He 
reported  that  on  Sunday,  February  7,   1988  at  6:32  P.M.   at  Oakdale 
and  Hawes  Streets  numerous  juveniles  broke  nineteen  windows, 
including  the  windshield,  by  throwing  rocks.     None  of  the  passengers 
were  injured.     The  police  responded.     Service  in  that  area  was 
discontinued  for  the  rest  of  the  evening.     Mr.  Toliver  reported  that 
95  incidents  had  occurred  since  the  beginning  of  the  year.  Of 
those,   eleven  were  assaults  on  operators. 

Mr.  William  Stead,  General  Manager,  Municipal  Railway,   reported  that 
the  department  had  been  working  with  the  Mayor's  Office  and  the 
Police  Department  regarding  this  problem. 


88-023 


Commissioner  Flynn  pointed  out  that  this  is  a  police  problem.  The 
department  identified  the  problem  areas.  Now  pressure  needs  to  be 
put  on  the  Police  Department  for  more  assistance. 

******** 

Old  Business 

Commissioner  Staten  refer  red  to  the  quarter ly  report  on  leases  and 
revocable  permits  and  inquired  about  delinquent  accounts  which  were 
referred  to  the  City  Attorney's  Office.     She  noted  that  one  account 
had  been  delinquent  since  November  1980,  and  requested  a  report  at 
the  next  meeting . 

******** 

Item  No.  8  —  Election  of  President  for  the  year  1988. 

Commissioner  To up in  nominated  Commissioner  Flynn  for  president. 
Commissioner  Staten  seconded ,     Commissioner  Staten  said  that  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission's  protocol,   she  had  looked  forward  to 
serving  as  president  this  year,  after  having  been  vice  president 
last  year.     However,   she  said  that  she  will  be  travelling  a  great 
deal  due  to  her  business  and  will  not  be  able  to  make  special 
meetings  for  the  budget  and  other  matters  which  the  president 
usually  attends.     She  said  that  the  Commission  needs  continuity  at 
this  time. 

Commissioner  Lee  thanked  the  members  of  the  Commission  and  staff  for 
their  support  and  cooperation  during  the  past  year.     He  turned  the 
gavel  over  to  President  Flynn  who  presided  for  the  remainder  of  the 
meeting . 

Item  No,   9         Election  of  Vice  President  for  the  year  1988. 

Commissioner  Lee  nominated  Commissioner  Toupin  for  vice-president. 
Commissioner  Staten  seconded.  Commissioner  Toupin  was  unanimously 
elected  to  the  office  of  vice  president. 

******** 

Item  No,   16  —  Regarding  adjustment  of  the  payment  for  quarry 
product  for  premises  leased  to  Mission  Valley  Rock  Company.  (A 
transcript  of  this  item  is  on  filed  with  the  minutes  of  the  meeting.) 

Ms .  Deborah  Rohrer,  Manager,   Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts,  said 
that  staff  conducted  a  survey  and  analyzed  many  options  to  determine 
the  rental  adjustment.     She  recommended  a  flat  royalty  of  56  cents 
per  ton  for  the  next  five  years. 

Mr.  Stephen  Bley,   said  that  he  was  before  the  Commission  as  a 
taxpayer.     He  pointed  out  that  he  also  represented  a  taxpayer 
regarding  a  lawsuit  regarding  an  underlying  lease  which  is  not  at 
issue  today.     He  requested  that  the  Commission  evaluate  the  staff 
recommendation.     He  cited  another  property  which  was  competitively 
bid  where  the  price  was  $1.05.     He  noted  that  staff  reported  that  it 
was  due  to  unusual  business  situations.     Mr.  Bley  suggested  that  the 
City  attempt  to  find  a  comparable  property  controlled  by  the  City 
that  can  be  put  up  for  public  bid.     If  that  is  not  possible,  he 
recommended  an  independent  advisor  to  the  City  to  advise  as  to  value. 

Mr.  Richard  Tanaka,  Manager,  Agriculture  and  Land  Division,  said 
that  in  1978,  Mission  Valley  Rock  submitted  a  bid  for  50  cents  a  ton 
with  the  stipulation  that  they  be  allowed  to  quarry  five  years 
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hence.     The  price  reflected  the  value  in  1983,     Staff  used  the 
construction  cost  index  in  San  Francisco  to  adjust  from  1983  to 
1987.     In  addition.  Mission  Valley  had  paid  $35,000  up  front  money 
to  cover  the  rental  loss  for  that  five-year  period.     Previously  the 
land  was  leased  for  agricultural  purposes. 

Ms.  Rohrer  said  that  staff  looked  at  this  in  several  different 
ways — the  percentage  of  the  selling  price  of  the  product,  the 
construction  costs  index,  and  the  comparison  with  other  royalties 
being  paid  in  the  area.     By  all  those  measures  56  cents  a  ton  is  a 
fair  and  reasonable  royalty.     Regarding  the  price  of  |l.05,  Ms, 
Rohrer  said  that  according  to  her  information  the  $1.05  had  never 
been  paid,   no  minerals  had  been  extracted  and  that  the  lease 
contained  an  escape  clause  for  the  quarry  operator  based  upon  their 
own  determination  that  the  materials  be  satisfactory.     She  concluded 
that  the  lease  was  established  to  keep  another  competitor  out  of  the 
market . 

President  Flynn  said  that  in  view  of  the  questions  raised  and  the 
fact  that  the  adjustment  will  be  retroactive,  this  matter  should  be 
put  over  for  further  information. 

Commissioner  Lee  asked  Mr.   Bley  to  submit  his  questions  in  writing. 
Mr.  Bley  agreed  and  requested  that  there  be  an  exchange  of  documents 
prior  to  the  meeting. 

President  Flynn  continued  the  item  to  March  8,  1988. 

******** 


THEREUPON  THE   MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED:      3:44  P.M. 


Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF   SAN  FRANCISCO 


Resolution  No.     88-0033MR   2-9-88 

RESOLVED,       That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager  of 
Public  Utilities,   the  Manager,   Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts;  thereof 
and  the  City  Attorney,   this  Commission  approved  and  hereby  requests  the 
Controller  to  allot  funds  and  to  draw  warrants  against  such  funds  as  are 
or  will  be  available  in  payment  of  claims  against  the  Municipal  Railway, 

Acdt.No.  Accident  PI/ 

Claimant  &  Prayer        Type  Date  PD  Settlement 

Non- litigated  Settlements 
None 

Litigated  Settlements 

Morris  Gary  86C0024-4         18-3  8-14-86         A  $  60,000.00 

$500,000.00 
(Co-deft,   to  pay  $65,000.00,  also.) 

Katherine  Jones  85C00  8  2-1  6-6         11-19-8  5         A  60,000.00 

$250,000.00 

Gayle  Robin  Lockhart  85B5364-1  1-7         12-29-85         A  28,000.00 

$250,000.00 

Judgments 
None 


$148,000.00 


Total  Settlements:  (3; 


Index       560  94  6       Sub-object  1450 


I  hereby  certify  that  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the 
Public  Utilities  Cominission  at  its  meeting  of  February  9,  198t 


Romaine  A,  Boldridge,  Secretary 

2-9-88 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  ^^"^^'^^4 


RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  note 
that  the  project  which  is  the  subject  of  this  resolution  has  been 
determined  by  the  Department  of  City  Planning  to  be  categorically  exempt 
as  Class  Kb)  project  under  the  State  Guidelines  implementing  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  the  plans  and 
speci  fi cations  as  prepared  and  recommended  by  staff,  and  hereby 
authorizes  Bid  Call  as  follows: 

Water  Department  Contract  No.  1 991 ,  8- Inch  and  1 2- Inch  Ducti 1 e 
Iron  Main  Installation  in  Clay  Street  between  Kearny  and  Drumm  Streets. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,       FEBRUARY  9  1988 

at  Its  meeting  of   


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commis/ton 


0658F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  Na  


WHEREAS,  Under  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2005,  various 
Suburban  Division  roads  in  Alameda  and  San  Mateo  Counties  are  to  be 
paved  or  resurfaced;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Department  of  City  Planning  has  determined  that  this 
project  is  categorically  exempt  from  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  under  Classes  l{b)  and  1(c),  as  set  forth  in  the  permanent 
list  of  categorical  exemptions  adopted  by  the  City  Planning  Commission 
on  August  28,  1980,  and  April  16,  1981;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby 
authorize  bid  call  for  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2005. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

FEBRUARY  a  1988 


at  its  meeting  of . 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commi^ion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Coinrm'ssion  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  1967,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation 
in  Steiner  Street  Between  Sutter  and  Jackson  Streets,  as  satisfactorily 
completed;  approves  Credit  Contract  Modification  No.  1  in  the  amount  of 
$14,309.00;  authorizes  an  extension  of  time  for  unavoi dable  del  ays  of  7 
working  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $30,599.25  to 
the  Contractor,  P  &  J  Utility  Co. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of 


FEBRUARY  9  19fl8 


0661 F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTT  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


8S-0037 

RESOLUTION  Na  


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  to  Golden  Bay 
Construction,  Inc. ,  1200  Industrial  Road,  Suite  1 ,  San  Carlos, 
Cal ifornia  94070,  as  the  sole  responsive  bidder  for  Municipal  Railway 
Contract  No.  MR-872,  Handicapped  Loading  Platforms,  Ocean  and  Geneva 
Avenues,  Duboce  Avenue  at  Sunset  Tunnel  East  Portal,  in  the  amount  of 
$149,350.00 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  FEBRUARY   9  IPfift 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commis^on 

0647F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUflTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0038 

RESOLUTION  No.  

WHEREAS,  Under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-943-R  Woods 
Division:  Maintenance  and  Car  Building  Shop  Heating.  Ventilation  and  Air 
Conditioning  Modification  is  to  be  funded  from  existing  City  Capital 
Outlay  Reserve  Funds,   Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  Capital  project  funds 
and  other  City  capital  project  funds ;  and 

WHEREAS.  A  bid  for  this  work  was  received  and  opened  publicly  on 
January  13,   1988;  and 


WHEREAS,  Funds  needed  to  award  the  contract  and  to  provide  for 
necessary  contingency  and  construction  inspection  expenses  are  available 
in  Fund  Group  31-001-560037  as  follows:  Woods  Heating,  Ventilation  and 
Air  Conditioning  Modification,  Project  618-01,   $178,915.;  Woods  Fuel 
Emergency,   Project  630-01.   $81,454.;  Woods  Rehabilitation  of  Air 
Distribution  System,   Project  240-01.   $45,000.;  Woods  Ventilation 
Emergency,   Project  618-01.   $27,665.;  Electrical  Improvements  24th  &  Utah. 
Project  618-01.   54.730.;   24th  &  Utah  Structural  Rehabilitation,  Project 
240-01,   $168,627.;   now,   therefore  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commiss ion  requests  the  Control ler  to 
consolidate  the  above  funds  into  Project  618-01;   and  be  it  further 


RESOLVED.   That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  Municipal  Railway 
Contract  No.  MR-943-R  Woods  Division:  Maintenance  and  Car  Building  Shop 
Heating,  Ventilation  and  Air  Conditioning  Modification,   for  the  work  as 
specified  under  the  base  bid  and  Alternate  IB,    in  the  amount  of 
$514,000.00.   to  Angotti  &  Reilly/T.E.  Joo  -  Joint  Venture.   323  Fremont 
Street,   San  Francisco.   CA  94105.   the  sole  bidder,  who  was  deemed  to  have 
submitted  a  responsible  and  qualified  bid . 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  bv  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,  FEBRUARY  a  1988 

at  Its  meeting  of  .  L_r"' 


Secretary, 


?tarv.  Public  Utilities  Commismon 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNVf  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0039 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  Bids  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 
1992R,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Gilman  Avenue,  From  Fitch 
Street  to  235  feet  East  of  Earl  Street;  and  in  Bancroft  Avenue,  Third 
Street  to  Mendel  1  Street  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  December 
29,  1987;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Contract  was  not  awarded  within  thirty  (30)  days  of 
receipt  of  bids  due  to  awaiting  determination  by  the  Director  of  PUC's 
Contract  Compliance  Office  that  the  low  bidder  has  met  the  Affirmative 
Action  Requirements  specified  for  the  Contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Director  of  PUC's  Contract  Compliance  Office  has 
determined  that  the  low  bidder  has  met  said  Affirmative  Action 
Requirements;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.1  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  as 
amended  by  Ordinance  No.  341-68  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on 
December  2,  1968  extends  the  time  for  an  award  of  contract  an  additional 
thirty  (30)  days  in  order  to  develop,  implement  or  improve  a  qualifying 
affirmative  action  non-discrimination  program  as  required  by  Section  12B 
of  the  Administrative  Code;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  1992R,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Gilman  Avenue,  From  Fitch  Street  to  235  feet  East  of  Earl  Street;  and  in 
Bancroft  Avenue,  Third  Street  to  Mendel  1  Street,  in  the  net  amount  of 
$79,882.00  to  Clarke  Construction  Co.,  1801  Taraval  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94116  as  the  lower  responsive  bidder  and  rejects  all  other 
bids  for  the  work. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  bv  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,  FEBRUARY  9  1988 

at  Its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commisfion 


0651 F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


8S-0040 


WHEREAS,    San    Francisco    Water  Department    Contract    No.  WD-1926, 

Installation    of    Probe    Meters    and  Control lers ,    in    the    amount  of 

$41,410.00  was  awarded  to  Ranger  Pipeline  and  Interlane  Engineering, 
Inc.,  Contractors;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contractor  has  requested  an  extension  of  time  of 
45-days  to  complete  construction  because  of  the  inability  to  obtain  the 
flow  meters;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contractor  has  demonstrated  that  all  reasonable 
efforts  were  made  to  obtain  the  flow  meters  in  a  timely  manner,  now 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1 
for  an  extension  of  45  calendar  days  to  Contract  No.  WD-1926,  with  no 
increase  in  the  contract  amount. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


fd582rh 


at  its  meeting  of 


FEBRUARY  9  19; 


Secretary',  Public  Utilities  Commissifin 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

cm  AND  COUhfTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


88-^041 

RESOLUTION  No. 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission,  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  the  Water  Department  General 
Manager  and  Chief  Engineer,  and  the  City  Attorney,  hereby  approves 
the  transfer  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Consumers'  Closed 
Accounts  With  Credit  Balances  unclaimed  for  three  years  in  the 
amount  of  $30,308.84  per  San  Francisco  Water  Department  list  of 
February  15,  1988  to  the  Water  Department  Unappropriated  Surplus, 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resoluHoi^was^c^pt^d  ^^<^^  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  .  


Secretary, 


?tary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMI? 

Cmr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCC) 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor  by  Resolution  No. 345-85 
authorized  the  City  to  develop  plans,  effect  zoning  changes  and  conduct 
environmental  and  related  studies  for  the  Central  Waterfront/Mission  Bay  area 
for  the  development  of  certain  lands  by  the  Santa  Fe  Pacific  Realty 
Corporation;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  by  Resolution 
No. 86-0014  authorized  a  two-year  professional  services  contract  for  a  Planning 
Manager  to  assist  the  Commission  in  formulating  a  transit  improvement  program 
for  Mission  Bay,  including  transit  advocacy  in  the  real  estate  development 
agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  unanticipated  delays  in  the  Mission  Bay  Project  have  resulted 
in  extending  the  City's  and  PUC's  planning  activities  through  the  1988 
calendar  year;  and 

WHEREAS,  Urban  Mass  Transportion  Administration  funds  (Section  9)  are 
available  to  extend  the  project  work  program  and  budget  one  year;  now, 
therefore;  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  authorizes  its  General 
Manager  to  extend  the  professional  services  contract  for  the  Mission  Bay 
Planning  Manager  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  one  year. 


5383R 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  iras  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

H..ni  FEBRUARY  9 

at  its  meeting  of  ^    


Secretary,  fuhhr  i'riluus  i 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0043 

RESOLUTION  No.       ^  T  J^  ZZ^ 

WHEREAS.   This  Commission  by  its  Resolution  No.   86-0183  approved  the 
execution  of  an  agreement  between  the  Public  Utilities  Commisssion  and 
Booz-Allen  &  Hamilton,    Inc.   for  the  purpose  of  developing  a  Maintenance 
Management  for  the  Cable  Car  Cable  Machinery  System;  and 

WHEREAS ,    I t  has  become  apparent  that  because  of  the  absence  of  a  test 
and  acceptance  period  and  deliverable  and  design  delays  due  to 
modifications  to  critical  components,    it  will  be  necessary  to  expend  more 
time  than  originally  contemplated  by  the  Agreement  to  insure  protection 
of  the  City's  interests;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED.  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  a  no-cost  twelve-month 
extension  of  time  to  the  aforementioned  agreement. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  luregoin^  rcs^nuu  ^   udoptpd  hy  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

^    ,  FEBRUARY  y  1988 

at  Its  meeting  of  — — 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

C/TY  AND  COUNTY  0F=  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  the  Secretary  of  Transportation  is  authorized  to  make  monies 
available  pursuant  to  Section  6  of  the  Urban  Mass  Transit  Act  of  1964  as 
amended  for  technical  assistance  grants  and  cooperative  agreements;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  S.F,  Municipal  Railway  is  an  eligible  claimant  for  grants 
and  technical  assistance;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  requested  funds  will  be  used  to  undertake  a  case  study  of 
the  five-year  development  of  the  Joint  Labor-Management  Board  (JLMB),  which 
will  benefit  present  and  future  operations  of  the  JLMB;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Federal  Government  will  provide  $23,500,00  to  cover  the 
full  cost  of  the  study;  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  is  authorized  to  apply  for,  accept,  and  expend  $23,500,00 
of  UMTA,  Section  6,  Technical  Assistance  Grants  and  Cooperative  Agreements  for 
the  purpose  of  conducting  a  case  study  of  the  JLMB.    No  local  matching  funds 
are  required;  be  it  further, 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  is  authorized  to  furnish  whatever  additional  information 
which  might  be  requested  by  the  funding  agency  or  agencies  in  connection  with 
this  request;  be  it  further, 

RESOLVED,  that  the  General  Manager  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
is  authorized  to  set  forth  and  execute  affirmative  minority  business  policies 
in  connection  with  the  project*s  procurement  needs. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

.    ,  FEBRUARY  9  1988 

at  Its  meeting  of  .  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCtStlCJ 


re™  NO  88-0045 


WHEREAS,   The  Muni's  Equipment  Maintenance  Division 
needs  assistance  in  cleaning  graffiti  from  its  vehicles  and 
facilities;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Muni  transferred  4220,375  to  the  Mayor's 
Office  of  Community  Development  in  1986  to  fund  a  contract  with 
the  San  Francisco  Conservation  Corps;  and, 

WHEREAS,   Those  funds  have  been  depleted  and  additional 
funds  are  needed  to  continue  the  Corps'   services;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  is  available  in  the  FY  87-88  operating 
budget  in  Object  109  -  Other  Contractual  Services;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  transfer 
of  $100,000  from  Equipment  Maintenance's  Object  109  (Other 
Contractual  Services)   to  Object  389  (Miscellaneous  Services  of 
uther  Departments)  to  fund  the  services  of  the  San  Francsisco 
Conservation  Corps  through  December  31,  1986. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  n,eeting  of  FEBRUARY    iJ  1988 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


Cmr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCtSCO 


RESOLUTION  N».  88-0046 


WHEREAS,  The  Modesto  Irrigation  District  and  the  Turlock  Irrigation 
District  (collectively  "Districts")  own  and  operate  the  New  Don  Pedro  Reservoir 
in  which  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ("San  Francisco")  holds  a 
water  bank  with  a  capacity  of  570,000  acre  feet  of  water;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  and  the  Districts  are  parties  to  an  agreement 
known  as  the  "Fourth  Agreement  Between  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
and  The  Turlock  Irrigation  District  and  The  Modesto  Irrigation  District" 
in  which  it  is  provided  that  the  City  will  pay  for  51.7121  percent  on  any 
deficits  in  the  Don  Pedro  recreation  program  operated  consistent  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Davis-Grunsky  Act  for  recreational  opportunities  on  New 
Don  Pedro  Reservoir;  and 

WHEREAS,   It  is  necessary  to  provide  for  a  formal  mechanism  for 
implementing  the  recreation  program  at  New  Don  Pedro  Reservoir;  and 

WHEREAS,     Funds  are  available  under  Object  lAO,  Fixed  Charges; 
now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
is  authorized  to  enter  into  a  recreation  agreement  with  the  Districts  for 
the  operation  of  recreational  opportunities  on  the  New  Don  Pedro  Reservoir. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  FEBRUARY    B  1988 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commisf ion 
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PUBLIC   UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF   SAN  FRAZiCISCO 
 oOo  


REGULAR  MEETING 

Room  282,    City  Hall 

TUESDAY,    FEBRUARY  9,  1988 

 oOo  

COMMISSIONERS 

JEFFREY  LEE,  President 
CHARNA  E.   STATEN,   Vice  President 
H.    WELTON  FLYNN 
ARTHUR  V.  TOUPIN 
MARK  W.   BUELL   (Not  Present) 

 oOo  

DEAN  COFFEY 
Acting  General  Manager 

ROMAIN  A.  BOLDRIDGE 
Secretary 

 oOo  

SPEAKERS 

DEBORAH   R.  ROHRER 
Manager,   Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts 

STEPHEN  B.    BLEY,  Esquire 

DICK  TANAKA 
Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts 

REPORTER'S  TRANSCRIPT  OF   ITEM   16   CLAIMS  AND  CONTRACTS 

Approving  the  adjustment  in  the  payment  for  per  ton  of 

quarry  product  removed  from  all  premises  leased  to 
Mission  Valley  Rock  Company,   from  the  present  50<:/Ton 
to  56C/Ton  during  the  next  five-year  period,  commencing 
January  10,    1988  and  ending  January  9,  1993. 

 oOo  


Reported  by : 


DAVE  DAVENPORT,    CSR  #1694 
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TUESDAY,    FEBRUARY  9,    1988  3:05   O'CLOCK, P.M. 

 oOo  

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN ;      Item  16.    (Reading)  Approving 
the  adjustment  in  the  payment  for  per  ton  of  quarry  product 
removed  from  all  premises  leased  to  Mission  Valley  Rock 
Company,    from  the  present  50c/Ton  to  56c/Ton  during  the 
next  five-year  period,    commencing  January  10,    1988  and 
ending  January  9,  1993. 

Mrs .  Rohrer . 

MS .   ROHRER:     Mr .    President,    congratulations . 
COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:     Thank  you. 
MS.    ROHRER:  Commissioners. 

I  think  the  material  that  you  have  on  the  calendar 
items  goes  into  pretty  complete  detail  regarding  the  survey 
that  staff  conducted  to  determine  the  rental  adjustments. 
There  are  two  leases   involved  here  covering  three  parcels, 
both  of  which  call  for  an  adjustment  every  five  years  to 
fair  and  reasonable  royalties . 

We  have  been  very  careful  in  examining  the  royal- 
ties being  paid  in  the  area  to  be  able  to  determine  what 
would  be  fair  and  to  get  the  best  deal  for  the  city.  I 
think  we  have  done  that.     We  analyzed  many  different  options, 
including  a  graduated  royalty  over  the  next  five  years, 
and  determined  that  getting  a  flat  royalty  of  56  cents 
a  ton  will  generate  the  most  revenue  that  we  could  possibly 
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generate  for  the  city.     We  have  heard   from  Mission  Valley 
Rock  that  they  can  live  with  this  royalty  and  that  they 
will  continue  to  produce  revenues  for  the  city,    as  they 
have  done  over  the  past  two  years,    so  we  are  confident 
that  we ' ve  gotten  absolutely  the  top  of  the  market  that 
we  could  possibly  get.      I  think  that's  evident  from  the 
materials  that  you  have,   and  we'd  like  to  have  you  approve 
this  rental  adjustment  today. 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN :     Thank  you,   Ms.  Rohrer. 

MR .   BLEY :     Mr .   Chairman ,    if  I  may  speak  on  the 
subject  of  that. 

My  name  is  Stephen  Bley.      I  am  a  lifelong  taxpayer 
since  I  was  old  enough  to  earn  income  and  acquire  tax 
to  be  paid.     I  am  before  you  today  in  the  capacity  of  a 
taxpayer .     You  may  not  know  it ,   but  I  also  represented 
a  taxpayer  regarding  a  lawsuit  involving  another  lease 
that  is  not  in  issue  here  that  was  temporarily  decided 
by  the  courts.      I  am  here  only  to  request  that  the  commissior 
evaluate  the  recommendation  by  the  staff. 

What  we  have  here  is  a  very,    very  unique  situation, 
As  you  well  know,    the  city  owns  substantial  lands  outside 
the  perimeters  of  our  county,    and  primarily  that's  a  result 
of  the  Hetch  Hetchy     and  other  water  projects .     The  point 
involved  here  is  a  mineral  deposit,    primarily  gravel,  which 
is  not  in  the  county,   which  is  probably  one  of  the  most 
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valuable  assets   in  the  way  of  real  estate  that  the  city 
could  own  as   far  as  income -producing  outside  the  city  and 
county  of  San  Francisco.      It's  coal  and  gravel.     It  is 
gravel  that  can  be  used,    almost  with  nothing  done  other 
than  washing  it  and  minimal  crushing,    in  streets,  highways 
and  in  the  construction  of  high  rises. 

There  have  been  studies  by  the  state  of  California 
that  indicate  that  presently  in  Northern  California  there 
is  available  for  the  future  approximately  35  percent  of 
the  need,    future  need,    for  gravel. 

The  lease  in  question  here  starts  really,  as 
she  pointed  out,    there  are  two  of  them.     The  level  of  50 
cents  a  ton  was  established  in  1978  by  competitive  bidding. 
In  1985  the  second  parcel  was  set  at  50  cents  based  on 
the  1978  figure,    so  what  we  really  have  here  is  a  1978 
value . 

The  original  bidding  for  the  50  cents  was  started 
at  20  cents  by  Mission  Valley,    and  six  days  later,  with 
competitive  bidding,    they  chose,   obviously  for  economic 
reasons,   to  believe  that  it  was  worth  two  and  a  half  times 
what  they  had  bid  60  days  before. 

I  would  present  to  the  commission  that  a  cursory 
review  of  the  staffs  analyses  and  analyzation  is  not  really 
appropriate  when  you  consider  that  in  a  ten-year  period  - 
they  would  like  the  increase  really  to  be  15  years  because 
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we  would  add  the  five  years  from  this  point.     This  is  a 
once-every-f ive-years  procedure.     They  are  recommending 
that  at  at  the  end  of  15  years,   you're  only  6  cents  a  ton 
above  what  it  was   15  years  before. 

They  have  pointed  out  various  questionnaires 
and  discussions  they've  had  with  relative  quarries.  They 
have  not  pointed  out  to  you  that  we  have  such  a  unique 
product  here  that  the  city  should  at   least  know  before 
they  commit  themselves  to  a  depreciating  situation  where , 
five  years  from  now,   that  asset  is  gone.      It's  not  like 
a  building  where  we  can  make  up  lost  revenue  by  renting 
that  much  harder . 

Five  years'   worth  of  tonnage  is  gone. 

We  present  to  you,   and  even  a  cursory  examination 
will   show,    that  the  only  competitive  bidding  that  has 
happened  on  a  large  scale  recently  was  up  in  a  Santa  Clara- 
controlled  piece  of  property.     They  got  a  dollar  five. 
It ' s  interesting  that  in  the  seven  or  eight  different  situa- 
tions presented   in  the  staff  report,    they  gave  no  background 
except  the  dollar  five,   which  they  said  was  because  of 
unusual  business  situations.     Well,    if  it  was  or  it  wasn't 
is   irrelevant.     The  question  is,    is  it  the  responsibility 
of  yourselves,    and  as  the  trustee  of  a  commodity  for  the 
city,    to  ensure  the  city  gets  what  it  has  a  right  to  have. 

Now  it's  interesting  that  the  commission  will 
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accept  56  cents, and  I  appreciate  that,    and  that  may 
or  may  not  be  the  appropriate  value,   but  we're  talking 
about  tens  of  thousands  of  tons .     We ' re  talking  about 
millions  of  dollars,    in  differentiation  from  56  cents  to 
a  dollar  five  or  higher  or  lower.      I  would  request  that 
at  the  minimum  the  city  should  set  up,   before  this  commissior 
decides,    that  you  attempt  to   find  out  if  there  is  comparable 
property  controlled  by  the  city  that  can  be  put  up  for 
public  bid. 

The  purpose,    as  you  all  know,    of  competitive 
bidding  is  to  ensure  that  the  city  gets  the  best  possible 
price.     How  do  you  get  it?     Put  it  on  the  marketplace, 
and  if  one  person's  motivation  is  to  stop  another  competitor, 
for  whatever  reason,    that's  the  benefit  that  the  city  gets 
by  having  a  unique  commodity .      If  it's  a  question  of  deter- 
mining the  worth  of  a  comparable  piece  of  property,  then 
the  city  should  retain  an  expert  who  represents  the  city. 
You 're  talking  about  negotiations,    sale  or  lease,    to  someone . 

The  pupose  of  having  this  clause  in  the  lease  was  to  ensure 
that  after  passage  of  time ,    the  city  would  get  what  that 
property  was  worth  at  this  time.      I  find  it  almost  impossible 
to  accept  that  after  ten  years  and  going  on  another  five 
years,  with   6  cents  a  ton,   thatsome  other  competitor  for 
a  lesser  value  of  product  is  going  to  pay  a  dollar  five. 
I  believe  this  commission  should  certainly  have  before  it 
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the  results  of  such  a  study.   We're  not  talking  about  the 
normal  lease  of  a  piece  of  property;   we ' re  talking  about 
a  very,    very  unique  thing.     There  aren't  many  people  who 
know  about  leases  of  gravel.     You  have  problems  relating 
to  what  is  a  competitor,   what  do  they  do.     You  have  the 
question  of  the  cost  of  harvesting ,    terms  used  in  graveling, 
of  whether  or  not  it  has  to  be  dug,   does  it  have  to  be 
dynamited,   do  access  roads  have  to  be  dug.     This  particular 
site  is  right  on  the  freeway.      It   is  right  in  the  main 
structure  corridor  from  San  Jose  to  Santa  Rosa  where  all 
the  building  in  the  East  Bay  is  going.  Traditionally, 
concrete  and  gravel  is  not  something  that's  moved  hundreds 
or  thousands  of  miles;    it's  only  profitably  used  in  the 
general  area  where  it's  dug. 

If  you   just  look  at  the  locations  of  the  compara- 
tive places.     You're  looking  at  things  in  Tracy,   Modesto , 
the  Kaiser  project.     There's  no  study  shown  to  you  as  to 
what  other  benefits  there  are  for  the   lessor  or  lessee. 
If  I  paid  10  cents  a  ton  for  the  gravel  but  also  allowed 
you  to  use  some  other  benefits,    that's   information  this 
commission  should  have. 

We  are  simply  asking  the  commission  not  to  accept 
this  type  of  study  without  being  fully  confident  that  there 
has  been  an  exhaustive  examination  to  ensure  that  the  city 
is  not  underselling  its  property.      If  even  it  were  shown 
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that  other  people  in  the  area  have  leased  it  for  less , 
what  is  our  particular  deposit  worth?     We  could  be  talk.ing 
about  an  annual  increase  of  a  million  dollars  to  the 
taxpayers  of  the  city  of  San  Francisco.      If  we  say  we  will 
wait  another  five  years ,    we  may  have  lost  five  or  ten  millio 
dollars  because  that  gravel   in  that  period  of  time  is  gone. 
I  don't  see  how  the  city  or,    for  that  matter,    even  Mission 
is  injured  by  the  delay  an  inquiry  into  more  detail  by 
this  commission  would  take. 

There  is  an  agreement  that  any  decision  eventually 
made  by  this  commission  would  be  retroactive  to  the  January 
10th  date.      If  it  turns  out  that  the  dollar  six  cents  is 
appropriate,   which  I  doubt,   but   if  that's  what  an  expert 
would  have  to  assist  the  city  in  determining,    then  so  be 
it,   but  then  this  commission  and  the  people  of  San  Francisco 
will  have  gotten  what  they  have  a  right  to  expect,   an  in- 
depth  study.      If  the  expert  comes  back  and  advises  this 
commission  that  it's  worth  substantially  more  and  the  com- 
mission doesn't  agree,    then  we  have  the  same  situation 
you  would  have  in  any  negotiation  of  an  increase,  where 
there  is  an  impasse  between  the   lessor  and  the  lessee, 
which  is  standard   in  real  estate  leases.     You  have  the 
problem  between  appraisers.     There  are  ways  to  deal  with 
tha t .     I  am  s imply  asking  you  to  please  take  advantage 
of  the  fact  that  what  we're  talking  about  here  is  millions 
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and  millions  of  dollars,    and  since  what  we're  asking  for 
is  this  commission  to  inquire  and  have  an  independent  invest: 
gator  --  Messrs.   and  Madam  Commissioners ,   you  have  raised 
a   jaundiced  eye,    so  to  speak,    as  to  why  the  mayor  would 
request  an  expert.     That's  not  a  means  of  insulting  the 
staff;   we  are  s imply  pointing  out  that  when  we  have  such 
a  technical  point  that  has  to  be  determined,   what  is  the 
marketplace  value . 

Some  of  these  people ,   what  the  study  has  shown, 
are  fee -simple  owners.     They  don't   lease  from  other  people. 
Of  course,    if  you  ask  someone ,    " We  1 1 ,    how  much  do  you  think 
you  should  pay?"   I'm  going  to  say  a  very  low  price,  because 
I  don't  want  to  start  setting  a  level  that's  higher. 

So  we ' re  simply  saying  I  don ' t  see  hew  anyone 
is  injured  by  doing  this  and  making  sure  the  city  is  getting 
the  top  dollar.      It's  such  a  simple  process  of  either  having  i 
a  tentative  bid,    since  all  of  these  prices  that  we  are 
talking  about  --  50  cents  was  a  competitive  bid  ten  years 
ago.      In  1985  it  was  not  a  competitive  bid. 

So  we  can't,   by  having  this  expert  who  will  advise 
the  city,   and,   again,    representing  the  city,    this  is  not 
a  moderator  who  is  going  to  try  to  do  his  best  for  the 
commission  and  best  for  the  city. 

Our   job  --  and  I  see  it,   again,   as  a  taxpayer 
and  I  know  you  feel  you  have  quite  your  share  of  responsi- 
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bility  to  ensure  that  those  items  which  are  under  your 
control  and  responsibility  are  properly  dealt  with,  that 
no  one  is"  injured.      If  the  city  can  get  more  money,  then 
that  is  appropriate.     If  the  determination,    after  exhaustive 
expert  opinion,    is  that  their  value  is  correct,    56  cents, 
again,    so  be  it.     We  have  done  and  you  have  done  what  is 
appropriate . 

Thank  you. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      I'd  like  to  ask  you  a  question. 
Obviously  you  know  a  lot  more  about  this  than  I  do. 

MR .   BLEY:      It's  a  very  complex  matter. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:     What  do  you  think  is  the  fair 
market  price? 

MR .   BLEY :      If   I  have  that  information ,    Mr .  Commis- 
sioner ,    I  would  charge  the  city  for  my  opinion .      I  have 

I 

no  idea ,   and  the  reason  I  have  no  idea   is  because,  one, 
I  do  not  hold  myself  out  as  an  expert   in  the  area  of  evalua- 
tion of  a  specific  commodity  which  is  so  limited.      I  can 
only  look  at  the  fact  that  if  ten  years  ago  Mission  Valley 
would  pay  50  cents  for  a  much  smaller  portion,   and  I  would 
presume  that  all  educated  and  intelligent  business  people 
will  do  what  is  best  for  their  best  interests,  whether 
that  means  a  higher  profit  or  controlling  the  market  for 
competitors,    I  would  presume  that  after  ten  years,  that 
that  has  to  be  worth  more,    and  I  can  only  look  at  the  fact. 
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why  would  competitive-bidding  Santa  Clara  be  able  to 
receive  a  dollar  five?     Again,    I'm  sure  people  will  say 
that  is  different.     You  haven't  been  presented  with  any 
of  that  information,   not  to  the  degree  that  you  would  rely 
on  it  if  this  was  your  own  property.      If  you  owned  this 
you'd  say,    "I'll  do  the  best   I  can."     To  rely  on  what  the 
competitor  said  I  don't  think  is  the  only  way  of  looking 
at  it,    and  using  a  CPI  to  do  that  does  not  make  a  lot  of 
sense . 

A  simple  example.     There  are  areas  of  Oakland 
that  after  World  War  II,   downtown  Oakland,   were  fine  and 
very  prosperous  real  estate.      If  you  used  the  CPIs  of  World 
War  II,   you'd  have  values  and  rents  which  would  be  astronom- 
ical.    Some  property  in  parts  of  Oakland    cannot    even  be 
sold,    even  though  those  properties  were  worth  ten  times 
as  much  40  years  ago. 

So  that's  why  you  need  an  expert  who  understands 
the  gravel  market,    not  the  normal  give  and  take  of  the 
business  area,   but  the  gravel  market  of  what  is  going  on, 
who  doesn't  have  to  rely  on  what  a  buyer  or  seller,  who 
has  his  best  interest  at  heart,    to  tell  the  city  where 
should  the  price  go.     You  see,    they're  a  bureaucracy. 
You  don't  go  out  to  a  seller  and  say,    "How  much  would  you 
charge?"  because  there  are  almos t  none  there. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:     Mr.   Bley,   you  also  imply  -- 
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I  don ' t  mean  to  put  words  in  your  mouth  --  that  we  have 
material  here  that  is  better  than  some  of  the  other  potential 
five  or  six  thousand  ton  and  other  quarries.     What  is  the 
market  price  of  our  special  material? 

DIR.   BLEY:     There  is  no  way  of  telling  because 
the  problem  is,    it's  not  relevant  to  tell  you  what  the 
market  value  is  because  the  market  is  controlled  in  this 
case,    in  this  particular  case,    by  Mission.     They  determine 
the  market. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      I  assume   that  you  don't  have 
the  only  type  of  gravel  in  this  area. 

MR.   BLEY:     No,    I'm  sure  there  are  others  like 
it.     This  happens  to  be  one  of  the  best  sites.     What  is 
Mission  selling  it  for?     That   is  only  one  of  the  factors. 
Obviously  if  it's  placed  at  a  value  that's  too  high  for 
anyone,    then  we  have  it  sold . 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:   How  much  are  they  selling  it 

for? 

MR.   BLEY:   I  have  no  idea.      I  have  no  idea.  And 
what  it  is  has  no  relationship  to  what  their  profit  is . 
We'd  all  like  to  pay         so  I'd   lower  my  price  to  get  a 
lower  profit,    and  if  I  can  buy  my  stuff  cheaper,    it  makes 
me  more  competitive . 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      I'm  also   in  the  engineering 
business,   and  if  we  do  have  the  product  of  quarry  material 
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that's  better  and,  say,  has  a  longer  life  than  other  rocks, 
then  there ' s  an  edge,    pricing  edge  -- 

MR.   BLEY :     We  not  only  have  what  we  believe  is 
a  better  product,   we  have   just  the  cost  of  extraction  to 
location.     You're  right  on  the  freeway.     You  don't  have 
to  spend  a  lot  of  money  crushing  it.   You  don't  have  to 
v^/a  s  h  it. 

Again,    I  don't  want  to  sit  here  and  argue  this. 

I  don't  think  that  it's  appropriate,    and  I  don't  think 
you  should  rely  on  what   I'm  saying  anyway . 

In  this  example  of  an  apartment  house.      If  there 
are  ten  units  and  nine  of  them  are  rented,   and  they're 
all  rented  at,    say,    a  hundred  dollars  a  month,   and  you  have 
one  left. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      I  understand. 

MR.   BLEY:    Should  we  rent  that  one  for  one  hundred 
dollars  if  we  can  get  it  for  two  hundred  dollars?  The 
only  way  you  really  know  what  it  is,    is   if  it  was  up  for 
compet it ive  bidding,   because  someone  will  pay  what  they 
want  to  pay  for  it. 

So  that '  s  it .   What  v;e '  re  asking  seems  to  be  so 
logical,    since  we're  not  asking  you  to  undo  anything ;  we ' re 
just  saying  please  get  more  facts  and  get  an  expert  who 
knows  the  ins  and  outs  of  this  particular  field,   not  just 
business ,   because  there  is  an  intrinsic  value  to  having  and 
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controlling  this  deposit,   which  is  a  very  large  deposit, 
one  of  the  last  available  on  the  road  that  is  easily  mined 
in  the  whole  area,    and  once  it's  gone,    it's  gone.     We  can't 
go  back  next  year  or  five  years  from  now  and  say,  "Well, 
we  did  it  too  cheap  last  time,   we're  going  to  double  your 
price  now. " 

That  may  not  be  a  -- 

COMMISSINER  FLYNN :    Thanks ,    Mr .    Bley . 

I  think  I  have  listened  and  I  hear  now  you  saying 
the  same  thing  three  times. 

She  has  a  question  of  you,  please. 

COMMISSIONER  STATEN:     Did  I  understand  you  to 
say  --  it  sounded  like  the  only  way  v;e  could  find  out 
the  market  price  is  to  go  out  on  a  competitive  bid? 

MR.    BLEY:     That  would  be  most  logical.     Now  whethe 
or  not  there  is  another  similarly  located  piece  that  the 
city  controls,   we  have  no  knowledge.      I  think  always  the 
best  idea  is  to  have  a  bid.     That's  why  we  have  --  that's 
what  cities  like.     But  if  that  is   impossible,    then  there 
should  at  least  be  a  competitive  advisor  to  the  city  who 
should  say,    "This  is  what  I  think  you  should  be  able  to 
get."     If  Mission  doesn't  like  that,    then  Mission  has  a 
right  to  come  in  and  negotiate  with  you.     Why  should  be 
back  off,    "we"  being  the  city,    from  trying  to  press  our 
advantage  to  the  most  reasonable  determination?     I  don't 
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see  why  we  should   just  say  6  cents,    that's  fine,    and  go 
leave  it  at  that.     But  nobody,    I  believe,   employed  by  the 
city  has  the  expertise  to  advise  the  city  independently 
as  to  what  the  real  market  value  is . 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN :      All  right. 

Do  you  have  another  question.  Commissioner? 

COMMISSIONER  TOUPIN:      I  would  like  to  hear  from 
Deborah  Rohrer. 

MS.   ROHRER:      I  think  I'm  going  to  let  Dick  Tanaka 
respond  to  some  of  the  observations  that  Mr.   Bley  made, 
and  then  I ' 11  answer  some  of  the  others . 

MR.   TANAKA:     Mr.   Commissioners,    the  reference 
Mr.   Bley  made  to  the  fact  that  the  56  cents  was  bid  on 
the  1978  price,    there  has  to  be  a  little  clarification 
on  i  t . 

The  bid  was  submitted  at  50  cents  a  ton  in  1978, 
if  that's  correct,   with  the  stipulation  that  Mission  Valley 
Rock  be  allowed  to  quarry  five  years  hence;    in  other  words, 
in  1983  or   '82,   whichever  the  case  may  be,    some   50  cents 
a  ton  reflects  the  value  in  1983,    and  that's  what  v/e  have 
adjusted  from  the  1983  to  1987  has  been  the  index  of  the 
adjusted,   which  was  not  the  CPI,   but  the  construction  cost 
index  in  San  Francisco,   which  reflected  something  like 
4  percent.     Over  and  above  that.    Mission  Valley,    for  the 
right  to  mine  five  years  hence,    paid  thirty-five  thousand 
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up-front  money ,   which  would  cover  the  cost  of  whatever 
rental  that  we  may  lose  during  that  five-year  period,  which 
was  basically  an  agricultural   lease  at  that  time. 

The  survey  that  we  have  conducted  was  primarily 
local,   VNfith  the  three  major  sand  and  gravel  companies. 
Kaiser  Sand  and  Gravel,   Jamie  son  and  Lone  Star,    I  mean 
they  reflect  the  market  in  this  particular  area. 

Thank  you. 

COMMISSINER  TAUPIN:     You're  talking  about  the 
quality  of  the  gravel  in  this  particular  site  of  ours  along 
with  proximity  to  the  highway  and  other  factors  of  attracting 

MR.   TANAKA:     Yes.     We  have  looked  at  the  location, 
the  mileage  of  trucking  to  haul  additional  miles.  The 
location  of  the  other  three  quarries  are  basically  in  Liver- 
more,   but  the  demand  is  somewhat  mixed,    let's  say.     Both  i 
Jamieson,   Kaiser  and  Lone  Star,    their  marketplace  may  be 
in  Livermore ,    Pleasanton,    San  Ramon ,   which  is  the  big 
deve lopment  area.     Also  San  Jose  is  another  area  which 
is  closer  for  Mission  Valley  Rock . 

I'm  not  an  expert,   but  they're  all  sand  and  gravel 
product.     It's  not  a  hillside  quarry . 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      You're   saying  that,    as  far 
as  you  know,    there ' s  nothing  special  about  our  rock  that 
would  command  a  higher  market  price? 
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MR.   TANAKA:      I  had  made   inquiries  with  Kaiser, 
Lone  Star  and  Jamieson,    and  they  indicate  that  our  quarry 
is  superior  to  their  product . 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      I  would  also  like  to  comment 
to  the  commission  that  this  is  not  my  first  exposure  to 
quarries,   but  I  could  say  this,    that  it  may  be  a  superior 
quality  of  rock,   but  if  the  other  rocks  serve  the  purpose 
of  construction,    there's  no  advantage  to  using  superior 
rock,   let  me  put  it  that  way. 

MS.   ROHRER:      I  think  a  good  indication  of  the 
market  value  is  based  on  the  average  selling  price  of  the 
product,    and  Mission  Valley  Rock  has  been  selling  its  produc 
at  an  avearage  selling  price  of  S5.30  a  ton.     Our  50  cents 
a  ton  is  more  than  10  percent  of  that  selling  price  and, 
given  the  information  that  we've  been  given  from  the  various 
other  com.panies  and  the  assessor's  office  that  --  10  percent 
is   in  fact  the  high  end  of  the  market  when  based  on  the 
selling  price     We  think  that  this  price  reflects  the  quality 
and  the  market  value  of  the  aggregate  that  Mission  Valley 
Rock  is  selling.     That  was  one  of  the  determining  factors. 
It  wasn't  just  a  figure  plucked  out  of  the  air.     We  looked 
at  it  in  all  different  kinds  of  ways.     The  ton,    the  percent- 
age of  selling  price  being  another,    the  comparison  with 
other  royalties  being  paid  in  the  area  was  a  third.  By 
all  those  measures,    the  56  cents  a  ton  is  a  fair  and  reason- 
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able  royalty  and  I  think  just  about  the  top  of  what  the 
city  would  get  at  any  time. 

When  this  lease  was  put  out  to  bid,    the  smaller 
lease,    there  was  another  bidder,    Olivieri-Silva ,   who  at 
that  time  I  believe  bid  13  cents  a  ton  for  this  same  site, 
so  I  think  that  we  already  have  established  pretty  much  the 
high  end  of  the  market.      I  don't  think  that  there's  any 
real   justification  for  going  any  higher  than  that,  but 
if  the  commission  wants ,   you  know,    to  get  other  expert 
opinion,   we'd  be  happy  to  do  that. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:     V/ould  you  respond  to  Mr.  Bley's 
comment  regarding  a  dollar  five. 

MS .    ROHRER:  Certainly. 

It's  common  practice  in  the  real  estate  business 
and  I've  been  a  real  estate  broker  in  the  city  for  ten 
years  --  that  when  you  estimate  comparable  value  by  using 
homes  that  have  actually  sold,    I  think  this  quarry  example 
of  a  dollar  five  is  a  good  example  of  a  home  that  hasn't 
sold  that  has  a  listing  price  that  is  far  above  what  would 
actually  be  paid  for  the  home  if  it  was  sold.     Our  best 
information ,   and  verified  through  several  different  sources , 
a  dollar  five  has  never  been  paid,    that  no  minerals  have 
been  extracted,    that  the  lease  contained  a  very  substantial 
estate  clause  for  the  park  quarry  operator,   basically  based 
on  our  own  determination  of  the  materials  being  satisfactory 
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or  not ,    and ,    in  fact,    it  is  a  quote  unquote  phoney  lease 
established  basically  to  keep  another  competitor  out  of 
the  market.     Had  we  had  any  information  that  materials 
had  actually  been  extracted  from  that  quarry  and  that  the 
dollar  five  had  been  paid,    I   think  we  would  have  taken 
a  more  careful  look  at  it,   but  because   it  doesn't  really 
represent  a  royalty  being  paid  on  the  market  today,  we 
viewed  it  with  some  skepticism  and  prefer  to  go  with  those 
royalties  and  rents  that  are  actually  being  paid. 

MR.   BLEY:     That's   just  untrue.     We  have  the  lease. 
It '  s  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  minimum.     The  only  way 
they  can  get  out  of  it  is  if  they  can  show  they  cannot 
take  product  out . 

That's   just  not  correct.      I  have  a  copy  of  that 
lease,   and  that's  another  example,    since  there  is  a  cuestion 
why,   can't  you  look  into  it? 

By  the  way,    she  raised  the  point,   or  Mr.  Tanaka 
raised  the  point,    that  it  wasn't  to  go  five  years  hence. 
Here  is  a  copy  of  the  lease  that  says  they  must  commence 
leasing  out  quarry  within  the  five  years. 

So  there's  so  many  questions  that  I  really  feel 
the  commission  should  have  further  information .  That 
dollar  five  is  something  that  should  be  determined ,  and 
if  they  got  the  dollar  five,   why  can't  we  try  that,  too? 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN :     But  have  they  actually  gotten 
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a  dollar  five,   Mr.  Bley? 

MR .   BLEY :     I  don ' t  know  if  they  commenced  -- 
they  pay  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  a  year  minimum  whether 
they  -- 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN :     We  don't  know  that  they've 
gotten  it.     That's  the  distinction. 

MR.   BLEY:     They  got  a  hundred  thousand. 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN :   Just  a  moment.     Hang  on  with 
me  for  a  minute .     Just  a  minute . 

This  lease  is  dated  1986,    according  to  the  inf orma 
tion  we  have  of  a  dollar  five.     Do  you  know  if  the  lease 
in  fact  states  a  date  when  the  extraction  is  supposed  to 
start? 

MR .  BLEY :  It's  like  this  lease.  There  is  no 
requirement  on  when  to  start.  Whether  they  start  it  or 
not,    they  still  have  to  pay  one  hundred  thousand  dollars . 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:     One  hundred  thousand  dollars 

MR.   BLEY:     What's  Mission         They're  paying 
the  fifty  thousand  -- 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:     No,   because  of  the  extraction 
the  minimum  doesn't  enter  the  picture,    that  we  get  more 
money  because  they're  going  over  the  minimum. 

My  point  is  that  a  dollar  five  is    in  there, 
that  has  a  minimum  of  fifty  thousand.     Now  if  they're  not 
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extracting  any  gravel,    they're  not  really  paying  the 
dollar  five. 

MR.   BLEY:    I'm  not  going  to  argue  with  you,  Mr. 

Flynn . 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:      I'm  not  arguing  with  you; 
I'm  asking  you  a  question.     Since  you  made  a  presentation 
of  ten  minutes,    I  want  you  to  respond  to  my  questions  if 
you  k.now. 

MR.   BLEY:    I  don't  think.  I  should  have  to  defend 
the  dollar  five.      I'm  responding  to  your  question  to  get 
a  submission  from  Mission  that  they  don't  care  about  what 
happened .     I  can't  force  you  to  do  that.     I'm  simply  saying 
there  are  enough  questions  to  simply  look  into  it.  I'm 
not  asking  you  to  set  a  dollar  five  now.     I  don't  think 
the  commission  should  set  a  dollar  five. 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:     Would  you  agree  --  you're 
a  lawyer,   aren ' t  you? 

MR.    BLEY:  Yes. 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:     You  do  a  good  job  of  twisting 
things  the  way  you  want  them ,    but  let  me  recite  again  to 
you,   you  are  certainly  certain  about  what  is  positive  on 
your  side,   but  you  aren't  willing  to  have  inquiries  of 
you  about  what  you 're  totally  certain  about .     You  know 
all  about  our  lease .      I  would   like  to  know  more  answers 
to  some  of  the  things  you  raised. 
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MR.    BLEY:    And   I  would   like   to,    too.      That's  why 
I ' m  asking  the  commission  to  investigate.     I'm  not  the 
party  to  ask.      I'm  not  representing  Santa  Clara.      I'm  not 
up  here  arguing  for  that  lease.    I'm  just  in  here  with  ques- 
tions.     If  the  commission  has  them,   v;hich  it  obviously  does , 
then  why  don ' t  we  continue  this  to  review  this . 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:    I'm  just  curious.     Mr.  Bley, 
what's  your  interest  in  this? 

MR.   BLEY:    I'm  a  taxpayer. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:    I  pay  taxes.      I  get  the  feeling 
that  you're  unofficially  representing  somebody  else. 

MR.   BLEY:     I'm  not  unofficially  representing 
anybody  right  today.      I'm  representing  myself.     And  I  pay 
taxes,   and  you  ladies  and  gentlemen  do,   and  I'm  having 
to  take  offense  at  the  fact  that  you're  questioning  whether 
I  have  a  right  to  come  up  here  and  argue . 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      No,    that's  not  my  point. 

MR.   BLEY:     The  city  has  a  right  to  money.  You 
people  have  a resoonsibility  to  determine  it.     If  you  decide 
there's  no  further  inquiry  needed,    that's  your  duty  and 
that's  your  responsibility.    I'm  simply  making  a  reasonable 
request  not  to  set  a  figure,   not  to  be  arbitrary.     If  a 
dollar  five  is  out  there,   why  shouldn't  we  know  more  about 
what  it  is?     If  it  comes  back  that  there  is  a  reasonable 
determination  that  that ' s  not  relevant,    then  so  be  it . 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
IS 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


23 


COMMISSIONER  FLYNN :      Mr.    Tanaka,    excuse  me. 

How  many  attempts  did  you  or  whoever  was  nego- 
tiating this  increase  to  56  cents,    how  many  meetings  did  you 
have  to  get  to  56  cents? 

How  many  times  did  you  go? 

MR.   TANAKA:     VJith  the  lessee? 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:  Yes. 

MR.   TANAKA:     We  discussed  it  about  two  or  three 
times  I  presume . 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:     You  made  a  submission  to 
them  or  paid  a  price  to  them  that     you  would  accept  or  you 
would  recommend  to  the  commission?     Who  determined  the 
56  cents,    and  how  many  negotiations  were  there,    in  effect, 
to  get  to  that  point? 

MS.   ROHRER:      It  was  not  a  negotiated  amount;  it 
was  a  determination  by  the  staff  as  to  what  would  be  fair 
and  reasonable.   V'/e  did     sit  down  with  Mission  Valley  Rock 
and  basically  laid  out  our  calculations  and  said  that, 
"This  is  what  we're  going  to  present,"  you  know.      "Do  you 
have  any  problems  or  differences  or  other  information  that 
we  should  have?"     And  she  said,   you  know,    they  said,  you 
know,    that  --  Well,    they  said,    "It  seems  a  little  high 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:      "But  we'll  accept  it." 
MS.   ROHRER:  "but  we   can   live  with  it." 
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COMMISSIONER  FLYNN :      Ms.    Rohrer  -- 
MS.   ROKRER:     This  was  not  a  negotiated  item. 
And  let  me   just  respond  to  one  other  thing:     This   is  an 
adjustment  that  is  purely  within  the  commission's  purview 
to  make. 

In  terms  of  competitive  bid,    there's  no  opportunit> 
here   for  competitive  bid . 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:     You  have  a  lease  in  effect. 

MS.   ROHRER:   We  have  a  lease  in  effect.     We  need 
to  ad  just  the  royalty.      It  needs  to  be  fair  and  reasonable 
by  the  terms  of  the  lease,    and  to  have  us  put  --  We  do 
not  have  any  other  comparable  property  in  the  area  that 
we  can  put  out  to  bid  for  quarries,    so  we  have  to  go  with 
what  information  we  can  gather  from  the  area,   which  is 
what  we ' ve  done . 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNM :      So,    in  other  words   —  excuse 
me.     Just  a  second. 

The  competitive  bid  I  long  since  realized  that 
is  not  at  issue,    although  raised  frequently.     We  are  tied 
to  a  lease  for  a  date  certain.     The  only  question  here 
is  whether  or  not  we  can  get  more  money  than  we ' re  asking 
for  now.   That's  the  only  issue  on  the  table. 

MS.   ROHRER:     That's  correct. 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:  All  right.  Thank  you. 
COMMISSIONER  TAUPIN:     Let  me   just  say  this. 
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I  am  an  absolute  neophyte  in  the  v;hole  area  of  quarries 
and  rock,    therefore  I  need  to  know,   and  let  me   just  say  this 
that  I  need  to  know  more  about  the  quality  of  the  rock 
in  this  quarry  as  compared  to  others.      I  need  to  know  more 
about  the  price  differential  that  might  be  available  because 
of  the  location  of  the  quarry  and  its  proximity  to  transpor- 
tation,   and  I  think  those  are  the  things  that  I  don't  under- 
stand,  and  I  don't  think  I've  heard  anything  from  you  that 
helps  me. 

COMMISSIONER  FLYMN :     Just  a  minute. 

I  tHlVik  Commissioner  Staten  has  a  question. 

Let  me  say  this:     V/e  could  exchange  views,  and 
I'm  just  as  much  a  novice,   and  I  was  here  when  we  negotiated 
the  first  lease. 

It  would  appear  to  me  that  there  has  been  suffi- 
cient questions  raised,    and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
lease  amount  which  is  finally  settled  as  retroactive  to 
a  date  certain,    there's  no  need  to  debate  it  further  here 
except  to  do  the  work  this  commis s ion  requests  and  come 
back  to  us  to  see  if  this  is  actually  the  price.     Put  all 
the  ingredients  in  that  you  need  to  know,   the  quality  of 
the  rock  and  all  the  other  things,    and  get  back  to  us. 
We  can  exchange  all  day  here.      I  think  I  hear  the  commission 
saying  they  are  a  little  bit  puzzled  and  we  need  some  more 
information . 
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COMMISSIONER  LEE:      I  would   like  to  ask  Mr.  Bley, 
did  either  of  you  want  to  re-hear  this  thing  again? 
MR.   BLEY:     Oh,  no. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:     Okay.      I  think  it  would  be 
helpful  if  you  could  submit,    and  there   is  a  question  you 
would  like  to  raise,    let  us  adequately  address  those  ques- 
tions.     I  think  that  would  be  helpful,    and  we  wouldn't 
have  to  meet  on  this  again. 

MR.   BLEY:     Well,    I  appreciate  that.      I  would 

certainly  be  willing  to  do  that.      I  v;ould  ask,  though, 

--  we  attempted  to  obtain  the  recommendations.     You  reported 

at  4:30  last  night  that  it  wasn ' t  available .     The  first 

time  I  saw  this,    it's  dated   1988,   January  33.     That's  a 

different  calendar  than  I  use.      I  don't  know  if  it's  the 
> 

30th  or  the   3rd.     But  I  notice  it  was  signed  --  it  looks 
on  the  back  of  the  letter,   gives  two  dates  in  December. 

I  would  ask  that  the  next  hearing  of  this,   whenever  it's 
set,    that  we  have  access  to  a  little  report. 

If  the  commission  would  like,    I  will  address 
a  copy  to  the  chairman,    to  Ms.    Rohrer  and  to  the  city  attor- 
ney's office  a  list  of  questions         I  don't  know  hov/  I'll 
put  it  or  something,   but  maybe  points  rather  than  questions 

that  we  feel  are  appropriate  to  be  addressed,   and  the 
staff  can  address  them  and  then  have  it  set  for  a  convenient 
date  for  hearing. 
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COMMISSIONER  FLYNN :      I  see  the  secretary's  raising 
her  hand.     I  think  it  went  up  on  the  premise  that  you  asked 
for  a  document  that  wasn't  furnished  to  you. 

MS.   BOLDRIDGE:     Mr.    President  and  Commissioners, 
in  response  to  Mr.   Bley,    I  received  an  inquiry  last  week 
as  to  whether  or  not  Mission  Valley  Rock  had  submitted  any 
material  to  the  commission,   and  I  told  the  person  no. 
This  was  by  telephone . 

A  woman  came  in  the  office  yesterday  late  afternoc 
and  asked  the  same  question:    Had  Mission  Valley  Rock  sub- 
mitted any  information  to  the  commission,   and  I  told  her 
no , 

MR.   BLEY:     Is  there  any  reason  why  she  wasn't 
given  that  information? 

MS,   BOLDRIDGE:     She  did  not  ask  for  it.  She 
previously  called  and  asked  if  Mission  Valley  Rock  were 
to  submit  material  to  the  commission,   would  it  become  public 
information .     That  was  last  week .      I  mean  someone ,   a  female 
voice,    had  called  and  asked  that  question,   and  then  asked 
several  other  questions  along  that  line,    all  being  directed 
at  Mission  Valley  Rock  submitting  a  document  to  the  commis- 
sion as  though  she  expected  that  Mission  Valley  Rock  were 
going  to  do  this. 

MR.   BLEY:     Could  we  ask  that  when  the  staff 
responds  to  ours         I  think  it's  to  the  advantage  to  us. 
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to  the  city  and  to  yourselves  that  everybody  at  least  work 
with  the  same  documents.     With  the  commission's  permission, s 
I ' 11  prepare  such  a  presentation,    present  it  to  you,  present 
it  to  the  appropriate  parties,   and  if  the  city  wishesto 
respond  to  it,   we  can  get  a  copy  of  it,    put  it  on  the  calen- 
dar on  an  appropriate  date  of  your  choosing  and  proceed 
from  there,    and  I  appreciate  the  commission's  time. 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN :     Okay.     We're  going  to  shut 

this  down. 

COMMISSIONER  STATEN:     Yeah.      I   just  have  one 
more  question  of  Ms.   Rohrer,    something  that  she  referred 
to  when  the  original  bid  went  out  in  1978. 

There  were  two  bids,   one  for  around,    I  think 
it  was,    50  cents  and  one  for  around  20  something.  You 
come  -- 

MR.   TANAKA:     The  other  bid  was   13  cents. 
COMMISSIONER  STATEN:      13  cents. 

Whenyou  come  back  to  us,    I  think  that  it  would 
be  helpful  for  us  to  have  a  little  bit  more  information 
about  those  bids  and  whether  circumstances  have  in  any 
material  way  changed  between  those  two  companies.     In  the 
area  of  17  cents,   clearly  that  was  an  establishment  of 
market  price  at  that  time. 

So  I  would  like  to  have,    as  part  of  your  work  to  doL 
a  little  bit  more  information  about  that  bidding  process. 
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COMMISSIONER  LEE:      One   little  comment. 

Your  statement  is,   do  you  feel  that  50  cents 
established  between   '78  and    '83,    I  v^?ould,    rather  than  see 
'83  as  a  base,    the  mid-point  of  that  period  v;ould  be  a 
fairer  thing  to  consider  as  a  base,    so  when  you  talk  about 
the   inflation,   you  have  an  inflation  adjustment  that's 
higher  than  just  some    '83  to    '88.     The  mid -point  of  that 
period  would  be  maybe  a  better  posture  for  negotiations. 
I  think  that's  a  normal  sequence,   when  you  adjust  for  a 
long-term  project  and  you  use  a  mid-point  rather  than  the 
end  . 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN :     Mr.   Bley,    this  is  your  court 
reporter   ( indicating ) ? 

MR.    BLEY:  Yes. 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:     Thank  you  very  much. 

MS,   ROHRER:     I'd  like  to  request  that  we  get 
a  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the  hearing. 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:     What  did  you  say?  What 
was  your  response? 

MR.   BLEY:     She  requested  a  copy,   and  we  have 
no  objection 

MR.   FLYNN:     You're  asking  her  to  request  of  the 
court  reporter  -- 

MR.    BLEY:      He's  right  here. 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:     Let  her  request  it  of  you. 
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and  you  pay  for  it . 

MR .   BLEY:      I  have  to  pay  for  mine . 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN :     That's  perfectly  all  right. 
We  don't  want  her  dealing  with  your  court  reporter. 

MR.    BLEY:  Yes. 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:      If  we  request  it  of  you, 
we ' 11  pay  for  it . 

Thank  you  very  much. 

Let's  continue  the  item  for  what,    two  weeks? 
MR.   BLEY:     Will  that  be  enough  time  to  get  ours? 
COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:     We'll  do  it  in  two  weeks 

anyway . 

Continued  for  two  weeks . 

Now  does  anybody  have  any  problems  with  what 
is  expected  of  each  of  you? 

We  11 ,    t hen ,    the  matter  is  put  over  for  two  weeks . 
If  we  can't  do  it,    then  we'll  move  it  to  another  date, 
because,   again,    the  rents  are  retroactive  anyway . 

MR.   BLEY:     Thank  you  very  much. 

COMMISSIONER  FLYNN:      Let  me   say  this  to  the  com- 
mission:    Do  you  think  maybe  a  month  would  be  better,  since 
this  will  be  retroactive?       I  think  a  month  is  good. 

Let's  go  --  the  first  meeting  in  the  month  of 
March .     Second  Tuesday  of  March .      Second  Tuesday  of  March . 
That  will  give  you  adequate  time. 
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Thanks  very  much . 

Item  over  to  March,    the  second  Tuesday  in  March. 

All  right. 

Public  comments?  Any  one  of  the  public  choose 
to  have  anything  to  say  about  any  item  that's  been  before 
this  commission? 

No  public  comments. 

(Whereupon  the  hearing  is  concluded  at  3:40  p.m.) 
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STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA        )  ss. 

) 


I,   the  undersigned,   a  Notary  Public  of  the  State  of 
California,  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  transcript 


full,  complete  and  true  record  of  the  certain  proceedings 
therein  indicated . 

I  further  certify  that  I  am  not  of  counsel  or  attorney 
for  any  of  the  parties  in  the  foregoing  proceedings  or  in  any 
way  interested  in  the  outcome  of  the  cause  named  in  said 
caption . 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,   I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and 
affixed  my  seal  this     /k^'     day  of      ^  .  -.^       f-'..  -L   /  >  ^  {-^ 
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February  9,  1988 


NOTICE  OF   PUBLIC  HEARING 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  will 
conduct  a  public  hearing  to  receive  further  public  comments 
on  contracts  with  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  Modesto 
Irrigation  District,  and  Turlock  Irrigation  District.  The 
meeting  will  be  held  Wednesday,   February  17,   1988  at  5:30 
P.M.   in  Room  1194,  State  Office  Building,   350  McAllister 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California, 

The  public  is  invited  to  attend  and  present  their 

views . 


Secretary 
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call  to  Order:     5:30  P.M. 


Present:       Vice  President  Arthur  V.  Toupin,  Commissioner  Jeffrey 
Lee,  Commissioner  Mark  W,  Buell 

The  Honorable  Art  Agnos,  Mayor  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  arrived  at  6:00  P.M.  and  joined  the 
Commission  as  an  ex  officio  member. 

Excused:       President  H.  Welton  Flynn,  Commissioner  Charna  E.  Staten 

Vice  President  Arthur  V.  Toupin  presided, 

A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


******** 

Public  Hearing  --  To  receive  further  public  comments  and  answer 
questions  regarding  contracts  with  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Company, 
Modesto  Irrigation  District  and  Turlock  Irrigation  District.  (A 
transcript  of  the  meeting  and  tables  referenced  during  the 
presentation  are  on  file.) 

President  Toupin  opened  the  meeting  and  announced  that  this  hearing 
was  called  in  response  to  a  request  from  Mayor  Agnos  to  provide 
additional  information  to  the  public,  and  to  provide  an  additional 
opportunity  for  the  public  to  comment  on  the  proposed  power 
agreements  between  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  Modesto  and  Turlock 
Irrigation  Districts  and  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company.     He  said 
that  no  action  would  be  taken  by  the  Commission  at  this  meeting. 
The  Districts'  contracts  were  pending  before  the  Board  of 
Supervisors . 

Mr .  Bruce  Brugmann,   Editor  and  Publisher,  San  Francisco  Bay 
Guardian,   rose  to  a  point  of  order.     He  requested  that  the 
Commission  vote  to  waive  the  attorney-client  pr ivilege  so  that  the 
City  Attorney's  Office  could  release  all  documents  involving  these 
contracts . 

President  Toupin  ruled  that  that  question  was  not  before  the 
Commission  today  and  asked  the  staff  to  proceed. 

Mr,  Anson  Mo ran.  Assistant  General  Manager,   Finance,  presented  a 
history  of  Hetch  Hetchy  from  the  passage  of  the  Raker  Act  in  1913. 
Mr .  Leonard  Snaider ,   Deputy  City  Attorney,  discussed  the  background 
of  the  negotiations  and  summarized  the  major  elements  of  each 
contract . 

At  6:00  P.M.  The  Honorable  Art  Agnos,  Mayor,  arrived  and  joined  the 
Commission  as  an  ex-officio  member.     Mr,  John  L,  Geesman,  Vice 
President  of  Rauscher  Pierce  Refsnes,   Inc,  accompanied  the  Mayor  as 
a  consultant , 

Mr,   Moran  used  a  table  to  present  a  financial  analysis  of  power 
revenues  under  different  weather  years. 

Mr .  Thomas  Berliner ,  Deputy  City  Attorney ,   stated  that  the  contract 
with  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company  specifically  allows  for 
municipalization. 
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Mayor  Agnos  questioned  language  in  the  PG&E  contract  that  said  that 
if  the  City  were  to  municipalize,  the  parties  would  renegotiate  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  agreement  so  as  to  restore  the  original 
benefits  and  burdens  contemplated  by  the  parties  as  of  the  date  the 
agreement  is  executed . 

Mr.  Berliner  replied  that  the  provision  was  included  at  the  request 
of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  in  order  to  keep  open  an  option 
and  sustain  a  relationship  with  PG&E  because  the  City  may  wish  to 
purchase  services  from  them  in  the  future,  such  as  firming  services. 

Mayor  Agnos  asked  whether  these  contracts  push  away  the  option  of 
municipalization .     Mr .   Berliner  answered  that  he  did  not  believe 
that  they  did  since  the  districts  would  be  customers  of  the  City. 
Mr.  Moran  added  that  if  the  City  were  to  municipalize,   it  would  have 
to  make  a  significant  capital  investment.     In  order  to  repay  that 
debt,   the  rating  agencies  would  be  looking  at  the  City's  ability  to 
repay ,     These  contracts  provide  a  thirty  year  source  of  revenues 
that  could  be  used  to  retire  debt  and  would  result  in  a  good  bond 
rating . 

President  Toupin  declared  the  meet ing  in  recess  at  6:40  P.M.  He 
reconvened  the  meeting  at  6:50  P.M. 

Mr.  Harvey  Rose,  Budget  Analyst,   Board  of  Supervisors,  said  that  he 
took  exception  to  the  staff  report  for  tonight's  meeting  on  pages  16 
and  17  as  it  related  to  his  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  He 
expressed  his  opinion  regarding  specific  parts  of  the  staff  report. 
He  said  that  on  February  24,   1987,   the  City  of  San  Jose  expressed 
interest  in  purchasing  surplus  Hetch  Hetchy  power.     San  Jose 
currently  pays  78  mills  per  kilowatt  hour  to  PG&E  for  electric 
power .     Taking  into  consideration  the  transmission  and  distribution 
losses  of  energy,  wheeling  expense,  and  the  cost  of  firming  capacity 
provided  by  PG&E,   the  City  would  have  to  receive  56  to  58  mills  per 
kilowatt  hour   to  realize  equivalent  revenue  benefits  provided  under 
the  Modesto  and  Turlock  arrangement.     Therefore,   if  a  negotiated 
rate  could  be  achieved  between  58  and  78  mills  with  the  City  of  San 
Jose  then  San  Francisco  would  realize  greater  revenue .     Mr .  Rose 
said  that  in  his  opinion  when  selling  a  commodity,  until  a 
competitive  process  is  completed  only  then  can  the  City  be  certain 
that  the  price  it  receives  results  in  the  maximum  potential  revenue 
to  the  City. 

President  Toupin  opened  the  meeting  for  public  comments, 

Mr .  Michael  McGill,   former  assistant  to  Mayor  Feinstein,  spoke  in 
favor  of  the  contracts. 

Ms.  Deborah  Chasnoff  spoke  on  behalf  of  Roberta  Achtenberg.  She 
urged  the  Commission  to  sign  a  short  term  contract,  to  allow  more 
time  for  public  discussion,  and  to  submit  the  issue  to  the  voters. 

Mr.  Ray  McDevitt,   attorney  for  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Water 
Users  Association,  asked  for  an  assurance  that  these  contracts  would 
not  undermine  the  City's  obligation  to  deliver  water  to  the 
communities  in  the  Bay  Area. 

President  Toupin  said  that  the  provision  of  water  would  not  be 
abrogated  in  any  way  by  these  contracts. 

Mr.  Richard  Morten,   representing  the  San  Francisco  Chamber  of 
Commerce ,   supported  the  contracts .     He  noted  that  they  maximize  City 
revenues  providing  $28  million  to  the  general  fund,   include  an 
escalation  clause,  and  protect  the  City  from  loss  of  revenues  in  dry 
years .     Also,  he  pointed  out  that  legal  action  could  ensue  if  the 
City  violated  the  principles  agreed  to  in  1985. 
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Mr.   Bruce  Brugmann  requested  the  release  of  documents  under  the 
freedom  of  information  act.     Mayor  Agnos  inquired  about  the 
procedure  for  release  of  documents,     Mr.  Berliner  stated  that  the 
City's  Attorney's  staff  would  meet  with  the  Commission,   inform  them 
of  the  type  of  documents  involved  and  the  reasons  why  those 
documents  should  or  should  not  be  released,  and  allow  the  Commission 
to  make  the  decision. 

President  Toupin  stated  that  the  Commission  would  meet  with  the  City 
Attorney's  Office  on  this  issue  and  would  notify  Mr.  Brugmann  of  the 
outcome , 

Mr.   Stan  Shields,   representing  San  Francisco  for  Public  Power,  said 

that  the  contracts  were  flawed  due  to  the  lack  of  competitive 
requests  for  proposals . 

Mr.  Joel  Ventresca,   representing  the  Haight  Ashbury  Neighborhood 
Counci 1 ,   spoke  in  favor  of  municipalization. 

Commissioner  Buell  inquired  as  to  the  amount  of  power  the  City 
generates.     Mr.  Harrison  Call,  PUC  consultant,  replied  that  ignoring 
the  class  one  power,   the  system  could  generate  75  to  80  percent  of 
residential  power  usage. 

President  Toupin  called  a  recess  at  8:20  P.M.     The  meeting  was 
reconvened  at  8:27  P.M. 

Mr.  Call  said  that  taking  into  consideration  the  districts'  Raker 
Act  entitlement  to  class  one  power,  Hetch  Hetchy  would  serve 
approximately  56  percent  of  the  residential  load  or  15  percent  of 
the  total  load .     In  other  words,   if  it  were  a  municipal  utility  it 
would  have  to  purchase  about  85  percent  of  its  power  supply  for  all 
customers . 

Mr.  Marc  Picker  from  the  environmental  office  at  U.C.  Davis  pointed 
out  certain  prohibitions  in  the  Raker  Act  and  alleged  that  Modesto 
and  Turlock  were  violating  the  act  by  selling  the  water  and  power, 

Mr.  Boyd  Sprain,  also  from  U.C.  Davis,  continued  discussion  of  Mr. 
Picker's  point  and  said  that  the  intent  of  the  Raker  Act  was  for  San 
Francisco  to  municipalize  its  utilities. 

Mr.  Berliner  said  that  he  had  read  Mr,   Picker's  and  Mr.   Sprain's  law 
article  and  disagreed  with  their  interpretations  of  the  Raker  Act. 
He  answered  specific  points  made  by  them . 

Ms.  Alice  Toomey,   representing  Harrison  Lim  of  Charity  Cultural 
Service  Center,   spoke  in  support  of  the  contracts  because  they  would 
provide  $28  million  to  the  general  fund.     Any  loss  of  income  to  the 
City  may  reduce  the  City's  ability  to  assist  in  the  development  of 
San  Francisco's  communities. 

Mr.  Don  Eichelberger ,   representing  Abalone  Alliance,   suggested  that 
the  City  consider  alternative  energy  sources  such  as  wind  and  wave 
power  generation. 

Ms.  Lisa  Kwan,   representing  Mr,   Herbert  Chew,  Vice  President  of  Kum 
Ling  Yee  Association,  read  a  letter  from  Mr.  Chew  supporting  the 
contracts ,     She  noted  that  $28  million  represents  one- third  of  the 
City's  deficit. 

The  Honorable  Richard  Hongisto,  Member  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors, 
asked  whether  the  Mayor  had  any  objections  to  his  testifying  today. 
Mayor  Agnos  replied,  "No," 


88-029 


Supervisor  Hongisto  said  that  2,200  communities  in  the  United  States 
own  utilities,  and  residents  using  community-owned  utilities  get 
forty  percent  cheaper  power.     He  said  that  this  was  possible  because 
community-owned  power  systems  don't  pay  stockholders  dividends, 
state  or  federal  taxes,  nor  do  they  pay  high  executive  salaries  and 
lobbyists  or  make  campaign  contributions.     He  said  that  he  did  not 
contend  that  these  contracts  legally  block  the  establishment  of  a 
community-owned  power  system,  but  they  did  as  a  pragmatic  matter. 
He  suggested  that  rather  than  buy  out  PG&E  that  the  City  bring  in 
its  own  power  and  start  its  own  community  power  system . 

Mr.  McGoldrick,   representing  Richmond  Community  Association,  said 
that  San  Francisco's  rates  were  higher  than  the  rest  of  the  nation. 
He  spoke  in  favor  of  providing  more  information  to  the  community  and 
consider  at  ion  of  municipalization. 

President  Toupin  stated  that  the  Commission  included  money  in  its 
proposed  budget  for  a  study  of  the  issue. 

Mr.  Mark  Northcross,   representing  San  Franciscans  for  Public  Power, 
cited  areas  in  the  contract  which  he  felt  were  broad  or  vague.  He 
questioned  the  payment  of  cancellation  charges  in  the  event  of 
termination.     Mr.  Snaider  replied  that  the  cancellation  charge 
referred  to  specific  property  that  may  be  put  into  the  system  for 
San  Francisco  for  transmission  and  distribution  to  the  City.     If  the 
City  were  to  municipalize,  it  would  buy  that  property  and  there 
would  be  no  cancellation  charge. 

There  being  no  more  speakers  President  Toupin  closed  the  public 
hearing. 

Mayor  Agnos  thanked  the  Members  of  the  Commission,   the  General 
Manager  and  staff  for  conducting  this  public  hearing.     He  said  that 
the  next  decision  point  would  be  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  then 
his  office.     He  said  that  the  information  from  the  public  will  be 
extremely  helpful. 


******** 


THEREUPON  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED: 


9:36  P.M. 


ROMAINE  A.  BOLDRIDGE 
Secretary 
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February  19,  1988 


NOTICE  OF  EXECUTIVE  SESSION 


The  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 


Francisco  will  meet  in  executive  session,  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
an  attorney-client  matter,  litigation  regarding  confidential  documents 
related  to  power  contracts,  on  Tuesday,  February  23,  1988,  at  1:30  P.M., 
in  Room  287,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  California.     This  meeting  is  in 
compliance  with  California  Government  Code  Sections  54956.9(a)  and  (b) 
and  Charter  Section  3.500(f). 


RAB : ava 

cc:     Members,  PUC 

Dean  W.  Coffey 
George  Krueger 
Tom  Berliner 
Len  Snaider 
Andy  Moran 
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88-031 


Call  to  Order:     2:19  P.M. 


Present:       President  H.  Welton  Flynn,  Vice  President  Arthur  V. 

Toupin,  Commissioner  Jeffrey  Lee,  Commissioner  Charna  E. 
Stat en ,  Commissioner  Mark  W .   Buel 1 


By  Common  Consent,  the  Minutes  of  the  special  meeting  of  February  2, 
and  the  regular  meeting  of  February  9,  1988  were  approved. 


RESOLUTION 
NO. 


By  Common  Consent  the  following  resolution  was 
adopted  in  Executive  Session: 

88-0048        GM      Authorizing  public  disclosure  of  all  documents  and 
files  in  the  possession  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  relative  to  negotiations  of  the  power 
contracts  which  were  the  subject  of  a  request 
pursuant  to  the  public  records  act;   said  documents 
will  be  made  available  by  noon  February  24,  1988,  at 
the  City  Attorney's  Office,   214  Van  Ness  Avenue 
during  regular  business  hours. 

Present:     Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 
Absent:  Flynn 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0047        MR      Requesting  the  Controller  to  draw  warrants  in 

payment  of  claims  against  the  Municipal  Railway, 
totaling  ^25,000. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0049        MR      Approving  Revolving  Fund  payments  made  by  the 

Manager,  Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts  totaling 
$195,537.04,   for  settlement  of  claims  against  the 
Municipal  Railway,   in  the  month  of  January,  1988. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


88-032 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Buell,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  compromise  settlements  in  the  amount  of 
$218.52  and  collections  in  the  amount  of  ^1  ,  154. 40, 
for  payment  of  damage  claims  which  the  Municipal 
Railway  has  against  miscellaneous  debtors  for  the 
month  of  January,  1988. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-B66,  Cable  Car 
Barn  -  Turntable  Rehabilitation. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Buell,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-980,  Presidio 
Division:   Shop  Door  Rehabilitation. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Toupin,   Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Buell,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Water  Department  Contract  No.   2002,  8-Inch 
Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Marin  Street  from 
Bayshore  Boulevard  to  Kansas  Street,  and  Earneveld 
Avenue  from  Rickard  Street  to  Silver  Avenue. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Buell,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Water  Department 
Contract  No.   1972,  Sealing  Roof  Expansion  Joints  at 
the  University  Mound  and  Sunset  Reservoirs,  as 
satisfactorily  completed,     and  authorizing  final 
payment  in  the  amount  of  $10,654.75  to  Bay  Area 
Coatings ,  Contractor . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


88-033 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted : 

Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Agreement  for 
Rehabilitation,  Repair  and  Pr e-Maintenance  Service 
of  Montgomery  Elevator  Company  Equipment  at  Van  Ness 
and  Church  Street  Stations  -  Muni  Metro  System,  as 
satis fact or ily  completed ,  and  authorizing  final 
payment  in  the  amount  of  $58,052.13  to  Montgomery 
Elevator  Company,  Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Buell,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  and  requesting  Controller's  concurrence  in 
amending  list  of  authorized  signatures  for  General 
Claims  Agent  Revolving  Fund  to  reflect  departmental 
current  personnel  assignments. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


By  Common  Consent,   the  following  resolution  was 
adopted : 

Commending  Donald  J.  Birrer,  on  the  occasion  of  his 
retirement,   for  his  service  to  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco. 


On  motion  of  Staten,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Expressing  reservations  regarding  the  significant 
capital  and  operating  costs  of  the  proposed  CALTRAIN 
subway  extension;  and  urging  the  Metropolitan 
Transportation  Commission  to  undertake  appropriate 
steps  to  find  a  prudent  technical  and  financial 
solution  to  the  question  of  the  peninsula  commute. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee.  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Staten,  seconded  by  Lee,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  apply  for,  accept  and  expend  a  grant  of  $111,000 
from  the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission's 
State  Transit  Assistance  Special  Projects  Fund  for 
the  development  of  additional  funding  resources  for 
the  expansion  of  door-to-door  paratransit  services 
for  disabled  San  Franciscans. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Toupin,   Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


88-034 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Staten,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0060        MR      Authorizing  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  to 
modify  the  American  Computer  Exchange,   Inc.  (ACEx, 
Inc.)  engineering  services  contract  by  an  amount  of 
$125,000  for  inspection  of  the  50  "New  Flyer" 
40-foot  diesel  coaches  to  be  built  in  Canada, 
resulting  in  a  total  contract  amount  not  to  exceed 
$359,443. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Toupin,   Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Staten,   seconded  by  Toupin,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0061         MR      Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  contract  with  D  &  D 
Engineering  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $185,000  to 
provide  engineering  services  to  evaluate  and 
redesign  the  cable  car  brake  system. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Lee,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0062        PT      Opposing  the  proposed  Charter  amendment  contained  in 
Board  of  Supervisors  File  No.  487-87  pertaining  to 
Binding  Grievance  Arbitration  for  Disciplinary 
Suspensions . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


Copies  of  the  above  resolutions  are  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission. 

******** 

Announcement 

Commissioner  Toupin  announced  that  the  Commission  met  in  executive 
session  immediately  prior  to  the  meeting  to  consider  a  request  for 
documents  related  to  the  City's  contracts  with  Modesto  and  Turlock 
Irrigation  Districts  and  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company.  All 
commissioners  were  present  except  Commissioner  Flynn .     It  was 
decided  that  all  documents  and  files  in  the  possession  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  would  be  made  available  no  later  than  noon 
February  24,   1988,   at  the  City  Attorney's  Office,   214  Van  Ness 
Avenue  during  regular  business  hours. 

Report  of   the  General  Manager 

Hetch  Hetchy  Emergency 

Mr.   Dean  W.  Coffey,  Acting  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities, 
announced  that  Unit  No.  2  at  Moccasin  Powerhouse  was  di sman tied  for 
maintenance  and  repa i r .     Major  damage  was  found.     On  February  19, 
1988,   the  President  declared  an  emergency  so  that  repairs  could  be 
made  as  expeditiously  as  possible. 


88-035 


Mission  Valley  Rock 


Mr.   Coffey  said  that  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Steven  Bley,  the  item 
regarding  the  Mission  Valley  Rock  Company  lease  will  be  continued  to 
March  22,  1988. 

******** 

Resolution  No.   88-0058  —  Expressing  reservations  regarding  the 
significant  capital  and  operating  costs  of  the  proposed  CALTRAIN 
subway  extension . 

Mr.  Norman  Rolfe,   representing  San  Francisco  Tomorrow,  urged  the 
Commission  to  table  this  matter  and  to  support  upgrade  of  the 
peninsula  service. 

******** 

Item  No.   11  —  Presentation  on  plans  to  expand  and  improve 
handicapped  accessible  transportation  services  over  the  next  three 
years . 

Mr.  Thomas  Rickert,  Manager,   Elderly  &  Handicapped  Programs,  said 
that  the  goals  of  the  plan  are:   1)  to  expand  accessible  coach 
service  to  40  lines;   2)   to  improve  light  rail  accessibility;   3)  to 
improve  system  environment;   4)  to  increase  paratransit  funding  by 
developing  non-traditional  sources;  and  5)   to  improve  the  quality  of 
paratransit  services. 

Mr.  Rickert  said  that  1900  people  are  on  the  waiting  list--64  are 
AIDS  patients  and  others  are  kidney  patients  on  dialysis  or  cancer 
patients  needing  regular  treatments.     Services  were  expanded  through 
the  3,300  free  rides  from  the  van  purchase  agreement.     Also,  the 
AIDS  Emergency  Fund  will  donate  $1,000  per  month  to  the  paratransit 
program.     Currently,  the  program  receives  ^7,300  from 
non-traditional  funding  sources.     In  order  to  increase  funds  from 
outside  sources,   the  department  must  be  able  to  maintain  the  current 
program  level  so  that  new  money  becomes  new  service. 

President  Flynn  complemented  staff  for  a  good  report  and  requested 
that  written  copies  be  sent  to  the  Commission . 

******** 

Resolution  No.   88-0062  —  Opposing  the  proposed  Charter  amendment 
pertaining  to  binding  grievance  arbitration  for  disciplinary 
suspensions . 

Ms.  Andrea  Gourdine,  Manager,   Bureau  of  Personnel  and  Training,  said 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  had  considered  a  Charter  Amendment  which 
would  have  established  binding  arbitration  for  disciplinary 
suspensions  of  more  than  5  days.     Another  provision  would  bind  the 
department  to  Memoranda  of  Understanding  negotiated  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors.     The  Board  disapproved  the  Charter  Amendment  in 
committee,  but  it  came  up  last  year  and  it  may  be  back  again. 

Commissioner  Toupin  said  that  such  a  proposal  should  be  strongly 
opposed.     Commissioner  Lee  expressed  the  opinion  that  to  arbitrate  a 
5-day  disciplinary  action  would  be  ridiculous. 

Mr.  Ray  Antonio,   representing  Transport  Workers  Union,  Local  250A, 
said  that  he  did  not  know  the  intent  of  the  Commission's  resolution 
since  the  proposed  Charter  Amendment  was  pulled  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors.     He  urges  the  Commission  not  to  take  action  today 
because  the  Charter  Amendment  may  be  revised  if  it  is  reintroduced. 


88-036 


Commissioner  Buell  said  that  if  the  package  is  changed  later  that 
the  Commission  could  reconsider  at  that  time. 

On  motion  of  Commissioner  Buell,   seconded  by  Commissioner  Lee, 
Resolution  No.  88-0062  was  unanimously  adopted. 

******** 


THEREUPON  THE   MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED:      3:10  P.M. 


ROMAINE  A.  BOLDRIDGE 
Seer  eta  ry 


88-037 


PUBLIC  TJTTLITTES  COMMXSSXON 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF   SAN  FRANCISCO 


Resolution  No.     88-0047MR   2-23-88 

RESOLVED,       That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager  of 
Public  Utilities,   the  Manager,   Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts;  thereof 
and  the  City  Attorney,   this  Commission  approved  and  hereby  requests  the 
Controller  to  allot  funds  and  to  draw  warrants  against  such  funds  as  are 
or  will  be  available  in  payment  of  claims  against  the  Municipal  Railway, 

Acdt.No.  Accident  PI/ 

Claimant  &  Prayer        Type  Date  PD  Settlement 

Non- litigated  Settlements 
None 

Litigated 

Geraldine  Middleton,        83T0857-1       15-1  1-13-84  A  $25,000.00 

Guardian  ad  Litem  of  $4,000,000.00 

Yoshio  Middleton,  a 

minor,    for  his  wrongful 

death 

Judgment 

None 


$25,000.00 


Total  Settlements:  (1) 


RESOLVED,       That  the  portion  of  Resolution  88-OOOlMR 
adopted  1-12-88,   pertaining  to  the  sum  of  $22,500.00 
payable  to  Jack  A.   Giolitti  be  amended  to  payable 
to  State  of  California,   Department  of  Transportation 
(CAL  TRANS) 


RESOLVED,       That  the  portion  of  Resolution  82-0478MR 
adopted  11-9-82,  pertaining  to  litigated  settlement 
of  $300.00  payable  to  Paul  Peery  be  rescinded.  This 
amount  was  allotted  from  Appro.   Index  560946  Sub- 
object  1450 


I  hereby  certify  that  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the 
Public  itilitie^/^ojgjhi^^iqn  at  its  meeting  of  February  23,  19i 


Romaine  A.   Boldridge,  Secl-etary 

2-23-f 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.     y^^*"  ■ 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes 
public  disclosure  of  all  documents  and  files  in  the 
possession  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  relative  to 
negotiations  of  the  power  contracts  which  were  the  subject  of 
a  request  pursuant  to  the  public  records  act;  said  documents 
will  be  made  available  by  noon  February  24,  1988,  at  the  City 
Attorney's  Office,  214  Van  Ness  Avenue  during  regular 
business  hours. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  FEBRUARY  1988   


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  CO. 

CTTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


BESOLUnON  No. 


RESOLVED,      That  this  CommiBslon  hereby  approves, 
in  accordance  with  Resolution  NO.  77-0184,  adopted 
April  12,  1977,  payment  of  claims  in  the  eunount  of 
$195,537.04,  made  by  the  Municipal  Railway,  month  of 
January,  1988,  per  Revolving  Fund  Direct  Payment  Nob*: 
CL0134,  CL0135,  CL0138,  CL0143,  CL0144  and  Direct  Payment 
Nos.  CL0136,  CL0137,  CL0139,  CL0140  and  CL0142. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

^    ,  l-LBRUARY  23  1988 

at  Its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commis^on 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

8S-C050 

RESOLUTION  No  


RESOLVED,  That  this  Coniinission  on  the  recommendation  of  the 
General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  Department  Managers,  and  the 
City  Attorney,  hereby  approves  compromise  settlements.  Month  of 
January  1988,  total  amount  billed:    $418.56  total  compromise 
settlements:    218.52  and  approves  collections  Month  of  January 
1988,  amount  of  $1,154.40,  for  payment  from  miscellaneous  debtors, 
per  lists  dated  February  4,  1988. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeUn,  of  FEBRUARY    g  3 J988 


etary,  Public  Utilities  Commi^ion 


Secretary, 


OTY  AND  COUMTY  OF  SAN  FRANOSCO 
RESOLUTION  No. 

WHEREAS,  Under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-866  the 
rehabilitation  of  the  Cable  Car  Turntable  is  to  be  performed;  and 

WHEREAS.  Funds  ace  available  for  this  work  in  Fund  Group 
31-510-350140-B73-00  now,   therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  approves  the  plans  and  specifications 
as  prepared  and  recommended  by  staff,  and  hereby  authorizes  Bid  Call  as 
follows : 

Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-866 
Cable  Car  Barn  -  Turntable  Rehabilitation 
and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED.  That  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Chapter  31, 
Section  31.22(a)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,   that  this 
project  qualifies  for  categorical  exemption  from  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  under  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  1-D  and  2-B. 


i  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  u     aiiopu-d  l>v  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

.    ,  FEBRUARY  23  1988 

at  Its  meeting  of  _ 


Sei  relury.  Public  Utiliiu  s  (  ommis^on 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  FflANCIS<:c> 

RESOLUTION  No.   ^J^J  ^^^O^ 

WHEREAS.  Under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-980  the 
rehabilitation  of  the  shop  doors  at  the  Presidio  Trolley  Coach  Facility 
is  to  be  performed;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  for  this  work  in  Fund  Group 
31-720-601732-189-03  now,   therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  the  plans  and  specifications 
as  prepared  and  recommended  by  staff,   and  hereby  authorizes  Bid  Call  as 
follows : 

Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-980  Presidio  Division: 
Shop  Door  Rehabilitation 

and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Chapter  31, 
Section  31.22(a)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,   this  project 
qualifies  for  categorical  exemption  from  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  under  the  provisions  on  paragraphs  1-D  and  2B. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  ^^^q^^^^^^^^^'^-^^QQ^^^  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  


tary,  Public  Utilities  Commissjpn 


Secretary, 


CHY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


88-0053 


RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  note 
that  the  project  which  is  the  subject  of  this  resolution  has  been 
determined  by  the  Department  of  City  Planning  to  be  categorically  exempt 
as  Class  1(b)  project  under  the  State  Guidelines  implementing  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  thi  s  Commi  ssion  approves  the  pi ans  and 
specifications  as  prepared  and  recommended  by  staff,  and  hereby 
authorizes  Bid  Call  as  follows: 

Water  Department  Contract  No.  2002,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main 
Installation  in  Marin  Street  from  Bayshore  Boulevard  to  Kansas  Street; 
and  Barneveld  Avenue  from  Rickard  Street  to  Silver  Avenue, 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

fLBRUARY  23  1988 


at  its  meeting  of  

Secretary, 

0668F 


Hary,  Public  Utilities  Commis^n 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCtSCQ 


88-0054 

RESOLUTION  No.   


RESOLVED,  That  this  Cominission  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  1972,  Sealing  Roof  Expansion  Joints  at  the 
Universi ty  Mound  and  Sunset  Reservoirs  as  satisfactorily  compl eted  and 
authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $10,654.75  to  the  Contractor, 
Bay  Area  Coatings. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

FEBRUARY  23  1988 


at  its  meeting  of , 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commissjpn 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


88-0055 


RESOLUTION  No 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  perfocmed  under 
the  Agreement  for  Rehabilitation.   Repair  and  Pr e-Maintenance  Service 
of  Montgomery  Elevator  Company  Equipment  at  Van  Ness  and  Church  Street 
Stations  -  Muni  Metro  System  which  is  funded  under  Fund  Group 
31-001-350439-601-01  FMS  Account  No.    964241  as  satisfactorily 
completed,   and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $58,052.13  to 
the  Contractor,  Montgomery  Elevator  Company. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  ^^^^^^^^^^^■'^ ^'^^  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of    _  


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCIStX) 


RESOLUTION  Na 


88-0056 


RESOLVED,      That  this  commission  approves  and  hereby 
requests  the  Controller's  concurrence  in  amendment  of  Rules 
and  Regulations/  Public  Utilities  Commission  Revolving  Fund, 
as  follows : 


RULE  7 


SIGNATURES 


Principal 


Counter 


Section  C-2 


Bureau  of  Administration-PUC 
for 

San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway 

General  Claims  Agent 

Wells  Fargo  Bank 

Seventh  Avenue-Clement  Office 

San  Francisco 


Deborah  R,  Rohrer 
Patricia  Cardona 
Elmer  Boldridge 


Deborah  R,  Rohrer 
Patricia  Cardona 
Elmer  Boldridge 
Joseph  Abad 
Bert  Donlin 
Philip  Ellis 
Martha  Huey 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

.     ,  FEBRUARY  23  1988 

at  Its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na  OU^T 


WHEREAS,  Donald  J.  Blrrer  has  served  as  General  Manager  of 
Public  Utilities  from  January,  1987  to  December,  1987  and  in  that 
capacity  performed  in  an  outstanding  manner  and  demonstrated 
exceptional  leadership  and  foresight;  and 

WHEREAS,  By  his  vision  he  has  helped  alert  the  City  to  new 
ways  of  maximizing  the  City's  current  water  and  power  facilities  in  an 
effort  to  solve  the  Bay  Area's  future  water  problems;  and 

WHEREAS,  During  his  employment  with  the  City  and  County  he 
served  with  distinction  as  Director  of  Public  Works,  Executive 
Director  of  the  Clean  Water  Program  and  City  Engineer  and,  through  his 
engineering  skills,  saved  the  City  millions  of  dollars  and  Insured 
community  participation  and  Input  In  engineering  decisions;  and 

WHEREAS,  By  his  participation  in  numerous  programs  he  has,  by 
his  example,  inspired  civic  mindedness  in  city  employees  and  through 
his  personal  integrity  and  leadership  has  gained  the  respect  of  all 
employees;  and 

WHEREAS,  Through  his  expertise  and  commitment,  Don  Blrrer 
represents  the  ideal  public  servant;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  recognizes 
Donald  J.  Blrrer  for  his  27  years  of  unflagging  devotion  to  this  City 
and  for  his  dedication  to  public  service  and  extends  best  wishes  to 
him  and  his  family  for  a  long  and  happy  retirement - 


H.  Welton  Flynn 
President 


Arthur  V.  Toupin 
Vice  President 


Jeffrey  Lee 
Commissioner 


Charna  E.  Staten 
Commissioner 


Mark  W.  Buell 
Commissioner 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  FEBRUARY  2'\\m 


Secretary. 


tary.  Public  Utilities  Commiss^n 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISbiUN 

CtTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0058 

RESOLUTION  No.   


WHEREAS,  The  Peninsula  Commute  Joint  Powers  Board  has  released  a  study 
conducted  by  Hill  International,  Inc.,  on  the  subject  of  a  subway  extension  of 
CALTRAIN  to  Transbay  Terminal  in  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS.  This  Commission  requested  its  staff  to  analyze  the  Hill  study 
and  prepare  a  report  on  same  for  this  Commission's  consideration;  and 

WHEREAS,  PUC  staff  presented  its  analysis  of  the  Hill  study  to  this 
Commission  in  a  report  titled  "Staff  Review  of  the  'Penisula  Commute  Service 
Interim  Upgrade  Study'";  and 

WHEREAS,  The  PUC  review  concluded  that  the  subject  CALTRAIN  proposal  has 
the  potential  to  consume  from  60  to  100%  of  the  regions's  discretionary 
transit  grant  resources  over  a  5  to  10  year  period;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  PUC  review  concluded  that  the  subject  CALTRAIN  proposal 
does  not  appear  to  be  a  cost-effective  investment  when  compared  with  other 
proposed  investments  of  transit  capital  resources;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  PUC  review  pointed  out  that  the  subject  CALTRAIN  proposal 
was  not  analyzed  in  terms  of  the  required  operating  subsidies  inherent  in  the 
high  levels  of  service  assumed;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  PUC,  and  the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission,  have 
authorized  the  implementation  of  the  MUNI  Metro  Extension  project  which 
provides  a  direct  rail  link  between  the  San  Francisco  CALTRAIN    terminal  and 
downtown  San  Francisco  at  a  capital  cost  which  is  far  less  than  the  subject 
CALTRAIN  proposal;  NOW,  THEREFORE,  BE  IT 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  does  hereby  express  strong  reservations 
regarding  the  significant  capital  and  operating  costs  of  the  proposed  CALTRAIN 
subway  extension;  AND  BE  IT  FURTHER 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  does  hereby  express  its  concern  that 
continued  lack  of  resolution  on  the  CALTRAIN  proposal  has  the  potential  to 
jeopardize  much  needed  Municipal  Railway  projects  which  are  currently  in 
implementation  steps;  AND  BE  IT  FURTHER 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  does  hereby  commend  to  the  MTC  the 
priority  importance  of  acquiring  the  peninsula  commute  right-of-way  and 
establishing  an  institutional  framework  which  will  assure  the  maintenance  of 
peninsula  commute  service  beyond  1990;  AND  BE  IT  FURTHER 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  does  hereby  commend  to  the  MTC  the  report 
prepared  by  its  staff  regarding  the  Hill  study  and  the  technical  concerns  set 
forth  in  that  report;  AND  BE  IT  FURTHER 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  does  hereby  urge  the  MTC  to  undertake 
appropriate  steps  to  find  a  prudent  technical  and  financial  solution  to  the 
question  of  the  peninsula  commute,  and  directs  its  staff  to  cooperate  with  the 
MTC  in  any  such  endeavor. 


5398R 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

FEBRUARY  23  1988 


at  its  meeting  of. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Comm^sioi 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  BAN  FRANCISCO 


8S-  ;')05;<» 

RESOLUTION  NO  _^  


WH£R£AS,  Th«  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission 
has  announcttd  that  it  is  saoking  proposals  for  grants  from  its 
State  Transit  Assistance  Special  Projects  Fundj  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission,  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  is  an  eligible  claimant  for  State 
Transit  Assistance  Special  Projects  Fund  monies^  and 

WH£R£AS,  The  Municipal  Railway  desires  to  use  State 
Transit  Assistance  Special  Projects  Fund  monies  for  a  program 
for  the  development  of  non-traditional  funding  sources  to  expand 
door-to-door  paratransit  services  for  disabled  San  Franciscans 
in  order  to  address  documented  waiting  lists  for  these  services i 
and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  the  goal  of  the  applicant  that  minority 
business  enterprises  be  utilized  to  the  fullest  extent  possible 

in  connection  with  this  project f  and, 

WU£R£JVS,  The  proposed  fund-raising  effort  has  been 
reviewed  and  endorsed  by  the  San  Francisco  Paratransit  Coordinating 
Council;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  grant  proposal  was  reviewed  and  approved 
by  representatives  of  Paratransit  Coordinating  Councils  in  the 
Bay  Area)  and 

WHEREAS,  The  need  for  this  project  was  documented  in 
MONI's  six  year  Program  for  Mass  Transportation  Services  for 
Handicapped  Persons,  adopted  by  the  PUC  in  May,  1987,  and  approved 
by  the  Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration  in  December,  1987; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Objectives  and  benchmarks  for  completion  of  tasks 
to  be  performed  using  consulting  services  provided  by  this  grant 
have  been  included  as  elements  of  a  Three  Year  Plan  for  the  detailed 
implementation  of  service  expansion  for  accessible  services  and 
these  objectives  have  been  approved  by  the  San  Francisco  Paratransit 
Coordinating  Council  and  the  Elderly  &  Handicapped  Advisory  Committee 
of  the  Municipal  Railway;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance, 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  is  authorized  to  apply  for,  accept, 
and  expend  a  grant  of  $111,000  from  the  Metropolitan  Transportation 
Commission's  State  Transit  Assistance  Special  Projects  Fund  for 
the  development  of  additional  funding  resources  for  the  expansion 
of  door-to-door  paratransit  services  for  disabled  San  Franciscans; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of 
Finance,  Public  utilities  Commission,  is  authorized  to  furnish 
whatever  additional  information  might  be  requested  by  the  funding 
agency  in  connection  with  this  request;  and  be  it 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  BAN  FnAMCISCij 


RESOLUTION  No  \^  .  3*^ 


FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  la  authorized 
to  aet  forth  and  execute  affirmative  action  buainess  policies  in 
connection  with  the  project's  implementation. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,,     ,.    ,  FEBRUARY  23  1988 

at  tts  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  CommissicE 


PUBLI^BflWSB 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS ,  The  Municipal  Railway  is  currently  contracted  with  Amer- 
ican Computer  Exchan&e,  Inc .  (ACE^j,  Inc . )  for  $234 ,443 ,  to  provide  Engi- 
neering Services  for  the  procurement  of  40  foot  diesel  coaches;  and 

WHEREAS.  PUC  Resolution  No.  87-0229  authorizes  the  MUNI  to  nego- 
tiate the  amount  of  professional  services  required  to  complete  Phase  III  of 
this  project  involving  the  inspection  of  vehicle  construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  PUC  Resolution  No.  8  7-0229  requires  the  MUNI  to  request 
further  authorization  from  the  PUC  after  the  price  for  Phase  III  vehicle  in- 
spection is  determined;  and 

WHEREAS,  ACEx  has  submitted  a  negotiated  price  of  $125,000  for 
the  inspection  of  (50)  "New  Flyer"  vehicles  to  be  built  in  Canada;  and 

WHEREAS ,  Funding  is  available  for  inspection  from  the  UMTA  Section 
9  Grant  for  the  procurement  of  the  (50)  40  foot  diesel  coaches;  now,  there- 
fore, be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  hereby  authorizes 
the     San     Francisco     Municipal     Railway     to     modify     the     ACEj^     contract  by 

$125,000.     This  will  result  in  a  total  contract  amount  not  to  exceed  $359,443. 


0616B 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

^     ,  FEBRUARY  23  1988 

at  Its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  J^ublic  Utilities  ii'opimission  ' 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

38-0061 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS.  The  Municipal  Railway  is  currently  contracted  with  D  &  D 
Engineering  for  $185,000  to  provide  Engineering  Services  to  evaluate  and 
redesign  the  cable  car  brake  system;  and 

WHEREAS,  During  the  evaluation  of  the  existing  cable  car  brake 
system,  brake  friction  materials  were  evaluated  and  this  research  uncovered 
additional  areas  of  investigation  which  may  produce  significant  improve- 
ments, but  are  beyond  the  originally  contracted  Scope  of  Work;  and 

WHEREAS ,  Recent  testing  of  the  new  hydaulically  actuated  track 
brake  resulted  in  a  need  to  ref ine  this  design  for  operational  and  safety 
reasons ;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  additional  work  is  also  beyond  the  originally  con- 
tracted Scope  of  Work;  and 

WHEREAS,  MUNI  Equipment  Engineering  rficommends  this  additional 
work  for  the  best  interest  of  the  MUNI;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  is  available  in  the  UMTA  Section  9  Grant;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  hereby  authorizes 
the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  to  modify  the  D  &  D  Engineering  con- 
tract by  $130,000.  This  will  result  in  a  total  contract  amount  not  to  ex- 
ceed $315,000;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  hereby  authorizes 
the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  to  extend  the  D  &  D  Engineering  con- 
tract for  time  of  completion  to  June  30,  1989, 


0616B 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  US  n^eetin,  of  LEBRUARY  2  3  1988_ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commi^ion 


PUBLIC  U  i  ILi  I  Ibb  '^UMIVilbbiUN 

CrrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.^^*^^^*^^ 


WHEREAS ,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  is  generally  supportive  of 
improvements  in  employer-employee  relations,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  proposed  Charter  amendment  contained  in  Board  of  Supervisors 
File  No.  487-87  establishes  a  procedure  for  third  party,  binding  arbitration 
of  suspensions  exceeding  5  days  in  length,  as  opposed  to  a  hearing  and  final 
decision  by  the  appointing  authority,  and 

WHEREAS ,  the  arbitration  process  is  very  time  consuming ,  costly ,  and 
could  cause  severe  delays  in  the  operation  of  the  Department,  and 

WHEREAS,  suspensions  exceeding  5  days  are  recommended  for  the  more 
serious  violations  of  Departmental  standards,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  proposed  Charter  amendment  omits  important  operational 
procedures,  i.e.  does  not  indicate  who  pays  for  the  arbitration,  does  not 
determine  employee  status  pending  the  arbitration  decision,  etc.,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Public  Utilities  believes  that  all  aspects  of 
employer-employee  relations  should  be  reviewed  with  a  view  towards  a 
comprehensive  Civil  Service  Charter  reform,  rather  than  a  piecemeal  approach, 
now 

THEREFORE  BE  IT  RESOLVED  THAT,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  opposes 
the  proposed  Charter  amendment  contained  in  Board  of  Supervisors  File 
Mo.  487-87  pertaining  to  Grievance  Arbitration  in  its  present  form. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  b\  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

\    ]  FEBRUARY  "23^"'^'^ 

at  Its  meeting  of  


Secretary, 


tary.  Public  Utilities  Commis^n 


San  FRANcrsco  Water  Department 


MEMORANDUM 


DATE:  February  26,  1988 

TO:       ^  General  Manager,   Public  Utilities  Commission 

FROM:    "  General  Manager  and  Chief  Engineer 

SUBJECT:  Monthly  Report  of  January  Activities 


OPERATIONS 


Storage .     The  month-end  status  of  local  storage  reservoirs  is  shown 
on  the  accompanying  figure  1.     The  storage  levels  in  the  Peninsula 
Division  reservoirs  at  the  end  of  January  amounted  to  18.2  billion 
gallons  or  61%  of  capacity.     This   is  more  than  the  15.5  billion 
gallons  or  52%  of  capacity  in  storage  at  the  end  of  December.  For 
the  Suburban  system  as  a  whole,   storage  amounted  to  39.6  billion 
gallons  and  51%  of  capacity  compared  to  34.8  billion  gallons  and  45% 
of  capacity  at  the  end  of  last  month. 

Production .     Water  supplied  by  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  production  of 
local  water  treatment  plants  are  shown  on  the  accompanying  figure  2. 

Consumption ,     Gross  water  deliveries  to  San  Francisco  customers  and 
the  suburban  area  are  displayed  on  the  accompanying  figure  3. 


Water  Supply 


1.  Hetch  Hetchy  water  import:     An  average  of  301.0  million 
gallons  per  day  (MGD)   for  the  month  of  January, 

2.  Sunol  Valley  Filtration  Plant  treated  0.0  MGD. 
San  Andreas  Filtration  Plant  treated  36.7  MGD. 

3 .  Consumption  (MGD  average) : 

January  1988  -  211.6)  1.0  percent  more 

January  1987  -  209.0) 

January  1988  -  211.6)  9.3  percent  less 

January  1977  -  233.2) 

12  months  preceding 

February  1,   1988     -     287.6)  3.3  percent  more 

February  1,    1987     -  278.4) 

4.  Storage  (million  gallons)   as  of  February  1: 


1987 


1988 


Increase 
-  Decrease 


%  Full 
Capacity 


Alameda  Div.    (Capacity  48.014) 


27, 572 


21,327 


-  6,245 


44 


Peninsula  Div.    (Capacity  29.783) 


15, 954 


18,248 


2,294 


61 


Total   (Maximum  Capacity  77.797) 


43,526 


39,575 


-  3,951 


51 


-2- 


CONTINUING  PROGRAMS 


Net  Paving  Sales 


January 
1988 


Fiscal  Year 
To  Date 


Actual 


$3,589,180 


$32, 660, 586 


Estimated 


3,615,713 


32,929,499 


Increase/ (Decrease) 


(26,533) 


(268,913) 


Increase/Decrease  (%) 


(.01) 


(.01) 


Leases  anc3  Permits.     By  the  terms  of  their  leases,    royalties  or 
percentage  of  revenue  received  for  the  month  of  January  are  as 
f ol lows : 


Vehicular  Accidents.  During  the  month  of  January  there  were  6 
accidents,   2  of  which  were  possibly  avoidable. 


Industrial  Accidents .     There  were  8  lost-time  injuries  in  January. 


Flushing .  Due  to  the  water  conservation  effort,  the  flushing 
program  was  suspended  in  January. 


Santa  Clara  Sand  and  Gravel 
Sunol  Golf  Course 
Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course 
Mission  Valley  Rock 


$31,520.86 
17,250.96 
10,002.85 
26, 994  .78 


January 
1988 


Fiscal  Year 
1987-88 


Mains  (all  sizes),  lineal 
feet 


-0- 


-0- 


0005D 


-3- 
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LOCAL  VVATLR  STORAGE 


Figure  1 


-±r- 


(Jl 

d 


o 
o 

_i 

S 

ij 

in 

-3" 

0 


BO  - 


=0  - 


^0  -1 


10  - 


AM  EDA. 


JAN        Fr:^        M  A^r       AFn       MA  T       J  UN       J  U  L 

MONTT-i 


^       TOTAL  CAPACiTT 


((((({     r     (     c     (  r     (     c     r     c    r    c  C 


Figure  2 
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MUHTIILY  SIAIUS  UtIPUIVr 
COMIRACT  PUErARATION 


January,  1988  

PUriPAUEU  BY:  T.  Dickerman 


PROJECT 

EST. 

EST. 

PEKCEfIT 
COMPLEIE 

Scheduled 
completion  of 

PEMAP.KS 

ACT 

LtUll. 

COST 

Ihis 
'loiilh 

lolal 

PI  ans  ?i  Specs  . 

)73 

San  Jose  Avenue  and  30th  Street 

9,400  I 

,300,000 

5 

90 

April.  1988  ■ 
(Revised) 

Project  reactivated 
due  to  'J'  line  funds 
now  available  from 
D.O.T,  

91 

8-Inch  Main  in  Clay  Street,  Kearny 
Street  to  Davis  Street 

2,050 

620, OOC 

2 

100 

December,  1987 

Main  Replacement 

193 
1 

8-Inch  Main  in  Fulton  Street, 
Fillmore  Street  to  Franklin  Street 

2,900 

560,000 

1  n 

February,  1988 
(Revi  sed) 

Main  Replacement 

994 

8-Inch  Main  in  Bush  Street,  Octavia 
Street  to  Mason  Street 

4,700 

1.030, OOC 

5 

95 

February,  1988 
(Revised) 

Main  Replacement 

1997 

8-Inch  Main  in  Post  Street,  Powell 
to  Market  Streets 
J 

2,100 

610,000 

15 

75 

February,  1988 
(Revised) 

Main  Replacement 

T2-Inch  Main  in  Blanken  Ave., 
Tunnel  Ave."  to  Executive  Park  Blvd. 

1,800 

280,000 

1 

2 

100 

Feeder  Main 

:oo2 

1 

8-Inch  Mains  on  BaVneveld  Street, 

Rickard  Street  to  Silver  Avenue 

and  Marin  Street, East  of  Bayshore  Blv( 

1,300 

i 

180,000 

10 

100 

January,  1988 
(Revised) 

Main  Extension 

San  Francisco  Water  Department 


MEMORANDUM 


DATE: 


February  28,  1988 


TO: 


SUBJECT: 


FROM: 


OPERATIONS 


Storage ,     The  month-end  status  of  local  storage  reservoi rs  is  shown 
on  the  accompanying  figure  1.     The  storage  levels  in  the  Peninsula 
Division  reservoirs  at  the  end  of  January  amounted  to  16.0  billion 
gallons  or  54%  of  capacity.     This  is  less  than  the  16.2  billion 
gallons  or  54%  of  capacity  in  storage  at  the  end  of  December.  For 
the  Suburban  system  as  a  whole,   storage  amounted  to  38.5  billion 
gallons  and  50%,  compared  to  38.2  billion  gallons  and  49%  of 
capacity  at  the  end  of  last  month. 

Production.     Water  supplied  by  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  production  of 
local  water  treatment  plants  are  shown  on  the  accompanying  figure  2. 

Consumption.  Gross  water  deliveries  to  San  Francisco  customers  and 
the  suburban  area  are  displayed  on  the  accompanying  figure  3. 

Rationing  Program 

Overall,   the  rationing  program  is  on  track  to  meet  the  goal  of 
having  one  year's  water  supply  at  75%  of  normal  consumption  in 
storage  on  July  1,   1989.     San  Francisco  and  the  suburban  resale 
customers  in  total  are  each  2%  over  the  allotments.     To  date  60,000 
appeals  for  increased  water  allotments  have  been  processed  with  80% 
being  approved. 

Only  three  suburban  resale  customers  incurred  excess  use  charges  in 
January  and  these  were  relatively  minor.     The  excess  use  charges 
have  totaled  approximately  $2  million  for  the  resale  customers  and 
$5  million  for  San  Francisco. 


Water  Supply 


1.  Hetch  Hetchy  water  import:     An  average  of  153.5  million 
gallons  per  day  (MGD)   for  the  month  of  January. 

2.  Sunol  Valley  Filtration  Plant  treated     6.3  MGD. 
San  Andreas  Filtration  Plant  treated  18.4  MGD. 

3 .  Consumption  (MGD  average) : 

January  1989  -  180.2)  14.8  percent  less 

January  1988  -  211.6) 

January  1989  -  180.2)  22.7  percent  less 

January  1977  -  233.2) 

12  months  preceding 

February  1,   1989     -     245.3)  14.5  percent  less 

February  1,   1988     -  286.8) 

4.  Storage  (million  gallons)   as  of  February  1: 


1988 


Increase 
-  Decrease 


%  Full 
Capacity 


Alameda  Div.    (Capacity  48.014) 


21,327 


22,565 


1,238 


47 


Peninsula  Div.    (Capacity  29.783) 


18  ,  248 


15,980 


-  2,268 


54 


Total   (Maximum  Capacity  77,797) 


39,575 


38,545 


-  1,030 


50 


-2- 


CONTINUING  PROGRAMS 


Leases  and  Permits.     By  the  terms  of  their  leases,   royalties  or 
percentage  of  revenue  received  for  the  month  of  January  are  as 
f ol lows : 


Vehicular  Accidents.  During  the  month  of  January  there  were  2 
accidents,   both  of  which  were  possibly  avoidable. 


Industrial  Accidents.     There  were  7  lost-time  injuries  in  January. 


Flushing .  The  flushing  program  has  been  suspended  for  the 
duration  of  the  drought. 


Santa  Clara  Sand  and  Gravel 
Sunol  Golf  Course 
Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course 
Mission  Valley  Rock 


$40,561.02 
22,500.66 
8,099.68 
54,826.28 
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Figure  1 


LOCAL  yVATER  STORAGE 
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GROSS  \NAJlR  DELIVlRIES 
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.I-IUHTIILY  STATUS  lUlPUUl' 


.COniP.ACT  PRr.PAKATlOH 


•    January,  1989 


Mo. 


Yr. 


FUEI'AlltU  57:    T.  Dickerman 


TRACT 


-2023 


PROJECT 


r.ST. 
LGIM. 


r.sr. 

COST- 


|'EUCr.tir  SclieOuletl 

Cbi-IPieTE  completiun  of 

"TiTis  1  lolnf  Plans  &  Specs. 

lilonlli 


8-Inch  D.I.  Main  in  Pine  Street 
between  Leavenworth  &  Grant  Ave. 


2.900  580;000 


D-2029 


8-Inch  Main  in  Clay  Street  between 
Webster  &  Baker  Streets 


3.350 


r 

b-2032 


8-Inch  D.I.  Main  in  Sacramento 
Street  beCween  Locust  and 
Divisadero  Streets  


603.000 


20 


10 


3,400  . 


60 


45 


February,  1989 


June.  1989 


580,000       10  60 


ID-2033 


ro-2034 


6-Inch  and  8-Inch  Mains  m 


in  Leaven- 


worth, Stoneman  an 


d  other  streets 


8-Inch  D.I.  Main  in  Folsom  Street.  ^^^^^ 
16th  Street  to  Army  Street 


3,650    .  630,000  20 
1.000,00(1  5 


65 


February ,  1989 


15 


Tl-2036  1    ll-Inch  DM. Main  in  Skyline  Blvd., 
Lake  Merced  Blvd.   to  Harding  Road 


2.000 


330,000 


April.  1989 


10 


10  July,  1989 


Main  Replacement 


Main  Replacement 


Main  Replacement 


February.   1989      '        Main  Replacement 


Main  Replacement 


Main  Replacement 


LEASES  AND  REVOCABLE  PERMITS  EXECUTED  OR  TERMINATED  FOR  QUARTER  ENDING  DECEMBER  31,  1988 

AGRICULTURE  &  LAND  DIVISION  -  ENGINEERING  DIVISION 
SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 
NO. 


PERMITTEE/LESSEE 


LOCATION 


PURPOSE 


CONSIDERATION       COMMENCEMENT  TERMINAT 
PER  YEAR  DATE  DATE 


P-3207        East  Palo  Alto 
4-H  Club 


San  Mateo  County 


L-3423-B    McCormick  Subsidiary  Alameda  County 

c/o  G.  Armanino  &  Son,  Inc. 


Animal  Farm  for 
raising  of  livestock, 
rabbits  and  poultry. 

Agricultural 


1.00 


$14,600.00 


4/1/76 


12/23/86 


3/31/88 
(Retro) 


10/31/88 


P-3486-A    Cherry  Avenue  Villas 
Association 


San  Mateo  County 


Parking ;  Access  Roadway;  $  6  64 . 32 
Landscaping 


10/1/88 


L-3543-A     El  Camino  Driving 
Range 


San  Mateo  County 


Golf  driving  range 
related  purposes 


$23,092.68 


10/1/88 


L-3569        Koret  Foundation 


San  Mateo  County 


Landscaping ,  parking , 
ingress,  egress 


$  6,727.20 


10/1/88 


L-3194-A    Nguyen,  Phung  &  Duong 
dba     The  Caboose 


San  Mateo  County 


Restaurant 


$11,236.20 


10/1/88 


L-3542-A    NorthPointe  Business 
Park  Owners  Assn. 


Santa  Clara  County 


Parking,   landscaping  $68, 187. 84 

jogging  path,  walkway 


10/1/88 


P-3585        San  Francisco  Bay 
Brand,  Inc. 


Alameda  County 


Parking,  landscaping 
and  light  storage 


$  3,873.60 


10/1/88 


P-3484-A 


Sequoia  Terrace 
Investments 


San  Mateo  County 


Landscaping,  including  $  549 . 96  10/1/88 
fencing  privi ledges 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 
NO. 


PERMITTEE/LESSEE 


LOCATION 


PURPOSE 


CONS IDERAT ION  COMMENCEMENT 
PER  YEAR  DATE 


I 


TERMINATION 
DATE 


L-2934-A     Serra  Bowl,  Inc. 


San  Mateo  County  Parking 


$18,194.16  10/l/8i 


P-3375        Stauffer,  Michael  K. 


San  Mateo  County- 


Driveway  turn- 
around 


$  170.25 


10/1/88 


P-3606        Terrace  Capri  Apartments        San  Mateo  County 


Parking ,  landscaping 
and  crossover 


$  5,578.20  10/l/8i 


P-3613        Walsh  &  So 


ns 


Alameda  County 


Landscaping 


10/1/88 


88-EP-24     Pacific  Gas  & 
Electric  Co. 


Alameda  County 


For  installing  1  -  2" 
diameter  gas  and  2-2* 
dia.  electrical  under- 
ground steel  encased 
conduits 


$  500.00 
( Inspection 
Fee) 


10/7/88 


L-3093-B     San  Francisco  Bay  Girl 
Scout  Council 


88-EP-25    Airports  Commission 


San  Francisco  County      Operating  St  maintain- 
ing of  girl  scout  camp 
f aci lity 

San  Francisco     County     Installing  a  steel  pole 

with  noise  monitor 


$  1.00  10/10/88 


10/14/88 


88-EP-26    Airports  Commission 


San  Francisco  County      Installing  a  wood  pole 

with  noice  monitor 


10/14/88 


2 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 
NO, 


PERMITTEE/LESSEK 


LOCATION 


PURPOSE 


CONSIDERATION 
PER  YEAR 


COMMENCEMENT 
DATE 


TERMINATI06 
DATE 


88-EP-27     Pacific  Bell 


Alameda  County 


Installing  underground      $  500.00 
steel  ducts  (Inspection 

Fee 


10/14/88 


88-EP-28     Integrated  Handling 
Systems 


San  Mateo  County 


Excavating  and  removing  $  500.00 
soil  for  toxic  analysis  (Permit 

Fee) 


10/21/88 


88-EP-29     Alameda  County  Water 
District 


Alameda  County 


Installing  a  12" 
diameter  underground 
steel  water  main 


10/26/88 


88-EP-30     Cuauntemoc  V.  Cadena  San  Mateo  County 


Constructing  a 
driveway 


$  500.00 
(Permit 
Fee) 


10/27/88 


L-3536        Atlantic  Richfield  Co.  San  Francisco  County 


Vehicular  access 
and  parking 


$14,474.40  11/1/88 


P-3452-C    Azevedo,  Wilbur  J. 


San  Mateo  County 


Planting  &  harvesting 
grain 


15%  of  gross  11/1/88 


P-3545-A    Cleveland  Machine 
Controls,  Inc. 


San  Mateo  County  Parking 


$  1,468.56  11/1/88 


P-3044-A     Circo,  Inc. 


Santa  Clara  County 


Landscaping  and 
parking 


$  8,348.04  ll/l/8i 


3 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 
NO. 


PERMITTEE/LESSEE 


LOCATION 


P-3584        Menlo  Machine  & 
Manufacturing 


San  Mateo  County 


L-3473-A    Sunol  Christmas 
Tree  Farm 


Sunol  &  San  Antonio 
Lands 


L-3450        Valley  Crest  Tree 
Company 


Alameda  County 


P-3409-B    Willow  Park  Mountain 

View  Homeowners  Assn. 


Santa  Clara  County 


88-EP-31     TransData  Corp. 


San  Mateo  County 


88-EP-32  California,  State  of. 
Department  of  Water 
Resources 


Alameda  County 


P-2863-B    Mayfield  Management 
Company 


Santa  Clara  County 


P-3573 


Mayhew,  Clarence  &  Joan 


Alameda  County 


PURPOSE 


CONSIDERATION 
PER  YEAR 


COMMENCEMENT 
DATE 


TERMINATION 
DATE  ^ 


Parking 


$  3,414.12  11/1/88 


Christmas  tree  farm, 
row  crop  farming, 
nursery 


$15,407.90  ll/l/8i 


Agricultural  - 
tree  nursery 


>27,291.75  11/1/88 


Additional  parking 
and  landscaping 


$  6,840.00  11/1/88 


Constructing  a 
driveway 


$  500.00 
(Permit 
Fee) 


11/10/88 


Access  and  install- 
ation of  a  gate 


11/15/88 


Parking  and 
landscaping 


$  4,200.00  12/1/88 


Access,  parking  and 
landscaping 


$  1,206.12  12/1/88 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 

NO.  PERMITTEE/LESSEE  LOCATION 


P-3588        Quantic  Industries,   Inc.         Santa  Clara  County 


P-3572        Solomon,  Ernest  &  Gail  San  Mateo  County 


P-3298-A    Walsh  &  Sons 


Alameda  County 


P-3589        Wiechers,  L.  D.  & 
Dorothy 


San  Mateo  County 


88-EP-33     TCI  -  Fremont 
Cable  TV 


Alameda  County 


88-EP-34     Alameda  County 

Water  District 


Alameda  County 


PURPOSE 


CONSIDERATION       COMMENCEMENT  TERMINATIOI 
PER  YEAR  DATE  qatE 


Site  for  magazine 
storage 


$  1,295.40 


12/1/88 


Parking  &  access 


$  1,003.56 


12/1/88 


Parking  and 
landscaping 


$  3,372.00 


12/1/88 


Parking  and 
landscaping 


$  1,108.56 


12/1/88 


Installing  a  TV  Cable        $  500.00 
in  a  4"  diameter  (Permit 
steel  conduit  Fee) 


12/8/88 


Installation  of 
electrical  equipment 
and  radio  antenna 


$  250.00 
( Inspection 
Fee) 


12/14/88 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 
MO. 


PERMITTEE/LESSEE 


LOCATION 


PURPOSE 


CONSIDERATION 
PER  YEAR 


COMMENCEMENT  TERMINATION 
DATE  DATE 


G-439-88 


G-476-88 


G-475-88 


G-471-88 


G-470-88 


G-468-88 


G-478-88 


G-477-88 


G-327-86 


G-453-88 


G-472-88 


G-396-86 


BOB  WIDMAR 


GARY  PINDAR 


SIBYLLE  &  PETER  LILLEY/ 
MARGARETE  WELLS 

GARY  MEEK 


KAREN  &  BOB  MIHALEK 


ELAINE  MITCHELL 


DONNA  PIERINO/ 
MICHAEL  NICHOLSON 

DANIEL  J.  WILLIAMS/ 
MICHELLE  D.  VANDERZYL 


SCOT  COCANOUR 


MRS.  LOREN  KENSINGER 
(Formerly  G-49-80) 


ALAMEDA  COUNTY  DOMESTIC  GARDEN  PERMIT 

ALAMEDA  COUNTY 
ALAMEDA  COUNTY 
ALAMEDA  COUNTY 
SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 
SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 
ALAMEDA  COUNTY 
SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 

SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 

ALAMEDA  COUNTY 


DR.  ROBERT  B.  McWILLIAMS  SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 
(Formerly  G-35-80) 


MICHAEL  A.  HOLUBAR 


SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 


$  5.00 

$  5.00 

$  5.00 

$  5.00 

$  5.00 

$  5.00 

$  5.00 
$•5.00 

$5.00 

$5.00 

$5.00 
$5.00 


Oct.  15,  1988  NEW 
(Exp:  10-14-90) 

Dec.  1,  1988  NEW 
(Exp:  11-30-90) 

Dec. 15,  1988  NEW 
(Exp:  12-14-90) 

Dec. 15,  1988  NEW 
(Exp:  12-14-90) 

Dec. 15,  1988  NEW 
(Exp:  12-14-90) 

Dec. 15,  1988  NEW 
(Exp:    12-14-90)  ^ 

Dec. 15,  1988  NEW 
(Exp:  12-14-90) 

Dec. 15.  1988  NEW 
(Exp:  12-14-90) 


Apr.    1,  1988 

Retro . 
(Exp:  3-31-90) 

Aug.    1.  1988 

Retro . 
(Exp:  7-31-90) 


RENEWAL 
RENEWAL 
RENEWAL 


Aug.    1,  1988 

Retro. 
(Exp:  7-31-90) 
Aug  15.   1988  RENEWAL 

Retro . 
(Exp;  8-14-90) 


I 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 
NO. 


PERMITTEE/LESSEE 


LOCATION 


PURPOSE 


CONSIDERATION 
PER  YEAR  


COMMENCEMENT 
DATE 


TERMINATIO 
DATE 


G-394-86 


MRS.   KATY  MAYNARD 


G-360-86  FRIEDRICH  SARTOR 


G-297-84  MIGUEL  TRABANINO 


G-395-86  GREGG  HARVEY 


G-393-86  JOHN  C.  MARTINEZ 


G-474-88  MRS.    BETTY  WIESER 

(Formerly  G-130-80) 

G-346-86  ANTHONY  LAWSON 


G-397-86  JOHN  TOKAREK 


G-358-86  MRS.    BARBARA  BACON- 

NELSON 

G-368-86  EARL  GANTENBEIN 


SAN  MATEO  COUNTY       DOMESTIC  GARDEN  PERMIT 


SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 


SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 


SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 


ALAMEDA  COUNTY 


ALAMEDA  COUNTY 


SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 


ALAMEDA  COUNTY 


SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 


SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 


$  5.00 

$  5.00 

$  5.00 

$  5.00 

$  5.00 

$  5.00 

$  5.00 

$5.00 

$5.00 
$5.00 


Aug. 15,  1988 

Retro. 
(Exp:  8-14-90) 

Aug. 15,  1988 

Retro . 
(Exp:  8-14-90) 

Aug. 15,  1988 

Retro. 
(Exp:  8-14-90) 

Sept . 1 ,  1988 

Retro . 
(Exp:  8-31-90) 

Sept.l,  1988 

Retro . 
(Exp:  8-31-90) 

Sept.l,  1988 

Retro . 
(Exp:  8-31-90) 

Sept. 15, 1988 

Retro . 
(Exp:  9-14-90) 

Sept. 15, 1988 

Retro . 
(Exp:  9-14--90) 

Oct.   1,  1988 
(Exp:  9-30-90) 

Oct.   1.  1988 
(Exp:  9-30-90) 


RENEWAL 
RENEWAL 

i 

RENEWAL 

RENEWAL 

RENEWAL 

RENEWAL 

RENEWAL 

RENEWAL 

RENEWAL 
RENEWAL 


I 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 
NO. 


G-22-80 


G-165-80 


PERMITTEE/LESSEE 


LOCATION 


PURPOSE 


G-486-88  JERRY  S.  SEXTON 

(Formerly  G-141-80) 

G-484-88  WARREN  SOMMERS 

(Formerly  G-138-80) 

G-398-86  DANIEL  M.   MURPHY,  JR. 


G-356-86  VICTOR  SUMBERAC 


G-96-80  MR .   A .    B .  BELSEY 


G-455-88  PHYLLIS  BROWN 

(Formerly  G-12-80) 

G-59-80  JOHN  SULLIVAN 


G-467-88  STEVE  SCHADLER 

(Formerly  G-26-80) 

G-380-86  BARBARA  S.  STURDEVANT 


ALAMEDA  COUNTY  DOMESTIC  GARDEN  PERMIT 

ALAMEDA  COUNTY  " 

SAN  MATEO  COUNTY  "  " 

SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 

ALAMEDA  COUNTY 
ALAMEDA  COUNTY 
ALAMEDA  COUNTY 

SAN  MATEO  COUNTY  "  "  " 

SAN  MATEO  COUNTY  "  " 


ROBERT  B.   MACEDO  SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 

(Now  has  Land  Use  Permit 
instead  of  Garden  Permit.) 


CONSIDERATION 
PER  YEAR 


$  5.00 
$5.00 
$5.00 
$5.00 


PATRICK  BURNS 


ALAMEDA  COUNTY 


COMMENCEMENT  TERMINATIO 
DATE  DATE 

Oct.   1,   1988  RENEWAL 
(Exp:  9-30-90) 

Oct.   1,   1988  RENEWAL 
(Exp:  9-30-90) 

Oct.  15,   1988  RENEWAL 
(Exp:  10-14-90) 

Dec.   1,   1988  RENEWAL 
(Exp:  11-30-90) 

  10-4-88 

CANCELLED. 

  10-13-88  I 

CANCELLED. 

  11-16-88 

CANCELLED. 

  11-22-88 

CANCELLED. 

  12-1-88 

-  CANCELLED. 

_  _         —  12-7-88 
  "  '  CANCELLED. 

12-9-88  I 
  CANCELLED. 


8 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 
NO. 


G-486-88 


G-484-88 


G-398-86 


G-356-86 


G-96-80 


G-455-88 


G-59-80 


G-467-88 


G-380-86 


G-22-80 


G-165-80 


PERMITTEE/LESSEE 


LOCATION 


JERRY  S.  SEXTON 
(Formerly  G-141-80) 

WARREN  SOMMERS 
(Formerly  G-138-80) 

DANIEL  M.    MURPHY,  JR. 


VICTOR  SUMBERAC 


MR.    A.    B.  BELSEY 


PHYLLIS  BROWN 
(Formerly  G-12-80) 

JOHN  SULLIVAN 


STEVE  SCHADLER 
(Formerly  G-26-80) 

BARBARA  S.  STURDEVANT 


ALAMEDA  COUNTY 
ALAMEDA  COUNTY 
SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 
SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 

ALAMEDA  COUNTY 
ALAMEDA  COUNTY 
ALAMEDA  COUNTY 
SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 
SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 


ROBERT  B.   MACEDO  SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 

(Now  has  Land  Use  Permit 
instead  of  Garden  Permit.) 


PURPOSE 


DOMESTIC  GARDEN  PERMIT 


PATRICK  BURNS 


ALAMEDA  COUNTY 


CONSIDERATION 
PER  YEAR 


$5.00 
$5.00 
$5.00 
$5.00 


I 

COMMENCEMENT  TERMINATIOK 
DATE  DATE 

Oct.   1,   1988  RENEWAL 
(Exp:  9-30-90) 

Oct.   1,   1988  RENEWAL 
(Exp:  9-30-90) 

Oct.  15,   1988  RENEWAL 
(Exp:  10-14-90) 

Dec.   1,   1988  RENEWAL 
(Exp:  11-30-90) 

  10-4-88 

CANCELLED. 

  10-13-88  ( 

CANCELLED. 

  11-16-88 

CANCELLED. 

  11-22-88 

CANCELLED. 

12-1-88 

  CANCELLED. 

12-7-88 

  CANCELLED- 

_  12-9-88  I 
 "  CANCELLED^ 
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LEASES  OR  PERMITS  DELINQUENT  IN  PAYMENT  FOR  QUARTER  ENDING  DECEMBER  31,  1988 

AGRICULTURE  &  LAND  DIVISION 
SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 


LEASE/ 
PERMIT 
NO. 


LESSEE/PERMITTEE 


RENTAL 
AGREEMENT 


DELINQUENT 
PERIOD 


TOTAL 
RENT  DUE 


TAXES  AND 
ASSESSMENTS 


TOTAL  DUE 


PRESENT  STATUS 
OF  COLLECTION  EFFORT! 


P-3221-D    Benassini,  Robert 


$  60.00 
Monthly- 


Unpaid 
balance 


923 .31 


J7-88     $  9.39 


$  923.31 


Has  been  referred  t£ 
City  Attorney.  Wate 
Department  continues 
send  monthly  invoice 


P-3538         Camsi  II 


Taxes  87-88 


$  273.94 


Making  direct  contac 
requesting  payment. ( 


P-3568  Covo,  John 
P-3587         Covo,  John 


$  720.00 
Semi -Annually 
$  277.50 
Semi -Annua  1 ly 


11/1/88  to 
4/30/89 
11/1/88  to 
4/30/89 


$  720.00 
$  277.50 


$  997.50 


Making  direct  contac 
requesting  payment. 


P-3534  Garcia,  Manuel 
P-3384-A    Garcia,  Manuel 

P-3550         Lubet,  Henry 


$400.00 
Annually 
$209.00 
Annually 


5/1/88  to 
4/30/89 
11/1/88  to 
10/31/89 


$  400.00 
$  209.00 


87-88  $100.04 


Taxes  87-8f 


709 .04 


736.83 


Making  direct  contact 
requesting  payment. 

I 

Making  direct  contact 
requesting  pay^e"' 


g 


LEASE/ 
PERMIT 
NO. 


LESSEE/PERMITTEE 


RENTAL 
AGREEMENT 


DELINQUENT 
PERIOD 


TOTAL 
RENT  DUE 


TAXES  AND 
ASSESSMENTS 


•1 

TITC  ' 


TOTAL  DUE 


PRESENT  STATUS 
OF  COLLECTION  EFFORT 


L-2700        R.  H.  Macy  Co, 


P-2ia5-B    Maltzer,   I.  & 
Zitelli 


L-3366        Mendoza,  Richard 


Taxes  87-88 


$709.41 
Quaterly 


$265.84 
Monthly 


Oct  1,   88  to 
Dec  31,  88 
Less  credit 
balance 


Dec.  88 
Unpaid  Bal. 


$  709.41 


$ 
$ 


18.62 


265.84 
531.68 


57.00 


$  690.79 


$  797.52 


Making  direct  conta 
requesting  paymenj^ 

Making  direct  conta 
requesting  payment. 


Making  direct  contai 
requesting  payment. 


P-2447        Mountain  View, 
City  of 


Taxes  87-88 


$  978.96 


Making  direct  cont^ 
requesting  payment. 


L-2424 


P-3525 


P-3522 


Power  Designs 
Pacific,  Inc. 


Prudential  Ins.  $576.23 
Company  of  America  Monthly 


Renault  &  Handley  $510.75 
Employee's  Invest-  Monthly 
ment  Company 


Dec.  88 
Add'l  rent  0 
$37.23/Mo. 
8/1-11/31/88 


Dec.  88 
Unpaid  bal. 


576.73 
148.92 


$  510.75 
$23,729 . 50 


83-  84  $487.46 

84-  85  $508.35 

85-  86  $547.32 

86-  87  $574.35 

87-  88  $606.78 


$2,724.26 


$  725.65 


$24, 240.25 


Put  on  hold.  Part  c 
Stanford  case. 


Making  direct  contac 
requesting  payment. 

I 

Has  been  referred 
City  Attorney.  " 
Department  <^°n'i" 
send  monthly  m^"^'^ 


10 


LEASE/ 

PERMIT  RENTAL  DELINQUENT         TOTAL  TAXES  AND  PRESENT  STATUS 

 LESSEE/PERMITTEE  AGREEMENT  PERIOD  RENT  DUE  ASSESSMENTS  TOTAL  DUE  OF  COLLECTION  EFFOR 


P-3527        San  Jose,  City  of 


Taxes  87-88 


$  448.43 


Making  direct  cont 
requesting  payment 


L-3603        Stan  the  Roofman,  $1,300.00  Dec  88 

Inc.  Monthly  Unpaid  bal, 


$  1,300.00 
$  1,300.00 


$2,  600.00 


Making  direct  cont. 
requesting  payment 


P-3375        Stauffer,  Michael 


$  170.25 
Annually 


Oct  1,  88 
Sep  30,  89 


$  170.25 


87-88     $  19.36         $  189.61 


Making  direct  cont; 
requesting  payment. 


L-3559        Tosti,  Dennis 


$1,136.00  Nov   1,    88   to  $1,136.00 

Semi-Annually    Apr  30,  89 


$  1,136.00 


Making  direct  cont< 
requesting  payment. 


L-3553         Western  Pacific  $1,292.00 
Railroad  Company  Monthly 


Dec     88  $  1,292.00 

Unpaid  bal.  $36,585.00 


$37,877.00 


Has  been  referred  t 
City  Attorney.  Wat 
Department  continue 
send  monthly  invoic 
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MINUTES 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF   SAN  FRANCISCO 

Art  Agnos 
Mayor 

REGULAR  MEETING 
Room  282,   City  Hall 
2:00  P.M. 
March  8,  1988 

COMMISSIONERS 
H.  We It on  Flynn,  President 
Arthur  V.  Toupin,  Vice  President 


Jeffrey  Lee 


Charna  E.  Staten 


Mark  W.  Buell 


DEPARTMENTS 


BUREAUS 


Hetch  Hetchy  Project 


Claims  and  Contracts 


Municipal  Railway 


Energy  Conservation 


Water  Department 


Engineering  and 
Construction  Management 


Financial  Management  and 
Performance  Monitor ing 


Information  Systems 


Personnel  and  Training 


Dean  W,  Coffey 


ACTING  GENERAL  MANAGER 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 


SECRETARY 


88-038 


Call   to  Order :     2 :07  P.M. 


Present :      President  H.  Welton  Flynn,  Commissioner  Jef f rey  Lee , 

Commiss ioner  Charna  E  .   St a ten ,   Commiss ioner  Mark  W.  Buell 

Excused:       Vice  President  Arthur  V,  Toupin 


By  Common  Consent ,   the  Minutes  of  the  special  meeting  of  February 

17/   and  the  regular  meet ing  of  February  23,   1988  we re  approved. 

A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


RESOLUTION 
NO. 


On  motion  of  Staten,   seconded  by  Lee,   the  following 
resolut ion  was  adopted : 

88-0064         FM      Authorizing  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance 
to  apply  f or ,   accept ,  and  expend  $3,750,000  of 
Federal  Aid  Urban  System  capital  assistance  and 
required  local  match  funds  for  construction  of 
Harrison  Street  Motor  Coach  Operating  Division  and 
Harrison  Street  Annex  Facility;   and  requesting  the 
San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement 
Corporation  to  allocate  local  match  financing  as 
needed  for  th  is  federal  grant . 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,  seconded  by  Staten,  the 
fol lowing  resolut ion  was  adopted : 

88-0063        MR      Requesting  the  Controller  to  draw  warrants  in 

payment  of  claims  against  the  Municipal  Railway, 
totaling  $205,000. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolut  ion  was  adopted : 

88-0  06  5        MR      Approving  compromise  settlements  in  the  amount  of 
7,718.83  and  collections  in  the  amount  of 
9, 293. 02,   for  payment  of  damage  claims  which  the 
Municipal  Railway  has  against  miscellaneous  debtors 
for  the  month  of  February,  1988. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


88-039 


On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0066         WD       Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2001,  12-inch 
Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Blank en  Avenue 
between  Tunnel  Avenue  and  Executive  Park  Boulevard. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  r esol ut ion  was  adopted : 

88-0067        WD      Awarding  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

1988,   8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  24th 
Street  between  Harris on  Street  and  Potrero  Avenue , 
in  the  net  amount  of  $189,950  to  Ranger  Pipe lines. 
Inc.  and  Interlane  General  Engineering,   Inc.,  A 
Joint  Venture,  Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0068         MR      Approving  Contract  Modification  No,   1,  increasing 
the  amount  of  Municipal  Rai Iway  contract  No . 
MR-858R,  Harrison  Street  Facility  -  Demolition,  by 
$32,311  and  reducing  the  contract  completion  time 
allowance  by  11  working  days,  Angotti  and  Reilly, 
Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0069         MR      Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Municipal  Railway 
Contract  No.  MR-953 ,  Lighting  Rehabilitation  and 
Energy  Conservation  -  Presidio,   Potrero,  Metro  and 
Woods  Divisions,   as  satisfactorily  completed; 
approving  Contract  Modification  No,   1  in  the  amount 
of  $3,637.29;   authorizing  an  extension  of  time  for 
unavoidable  delays  of  54  calendar  days;  and 
authorizing  final  payment  in  the  amount  of 
$25,993.77  to  Man  Wah  Construction  Company, 
Contractor . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


88-040 


On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Municipal  Railway 
Contract  No.  8  36 ,  Geneva  Carbarn,  Construct  New 
Track work  and  Shop  Building,  by  the  con tractor,  S, 
J.  Amoroso  Construction  Company,  Inc./Verrett 
Construction  Company,  A  Joint  Venture ,  as 
satisfactorily  completed,  and  approving  Credit 
Modification  No .   2  4  in  the  amount  of  $9,546.49. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,  seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Accepting  the  work  performed  under  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1971,  Potrero  Hill 
Tank  Painting,  as  satisfactorily  completed; 
approving  Credit  Contract  Modi  ficat ion  No .   1  in  the 
amount  of  ^2,000  and  authorizing  final  payment  in 
the  amount  of  $798.75  to  Giampolini  &  Company, 
Contractor . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,  seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Accepting  the  work  performed  under  San  Francisco 
Water  Depa r tment  Con tr act  No .  WD- 1 952  ,  Pilarcitos 
Cottage  Rehabilitation,  as  satisfactorily  completed; 
approving  Credit  Contract  Modification  No.   2  in  the 
amount  of  $1,683.20;  authorizing  an  extension  of 
time  for  unavoidable  delays  of  2  calendar  days ;  and 
authorizing  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $6,107.73 
to  Far  East  Construction  Company,  Con tr  actor . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Confirming  the  declaration  of  emergency  at  the 
Moccasin  Powerhouse  Unit  #2  and  authorizing  the 
expenditure  of  funds  not  to  exceed  $200,000  -  Holm 
Moccasin  Powerhouse  Exciter  Replacement, 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


88-041 


On  motion  of  Buell/   seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  to 
select,   negotiate  and  execute  a  Professional 
Services  Contract  with  California  Environmental 
Internship  Program   (CEIP),  consultant,  to  provide 
student  interns  who  will  work  on  a  non-city  funded 
Bureau  project  to  promote  energy  conservation 
efforts  in  the  San  Francisco  residential  and 
commercial  sectors;  at  a  cost  of  $76,900  funded  by 
the  Urban  Consortium  Energy  Task  Force  and  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Energy . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Buell,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Requesting  the  Board  of  Super visor s  to  adopt 
legislation  amending  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Code   (Traffic  Code),  adding  Section  13  enabling 
author  i zed  Municipal  Rai Iway  personnel  to  issue 
citations  for  violations  of  State  law  or  the 
Municipal  Codes  relating  to  non-moving  traffic 
violations  affecting  operations  of  the  Municipal 
Rai Iway ,   including  the  authority  to  tow  or  relocate 
cited  vehicles. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Awarding  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-859, 
Harrison  Street  Facility  -  General  Construction,  in 
the  amount  of  $14,013,000  to  Roebbelen  Engineer  ing , 
Inc.,  Contractor,   as  the  lowest  responsive  bidder 
for  the  Base  Bid  plus  Alternates  2,   3  and  4. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,  seconded  by  Staten,  the 
fol lowing  resolution  was  adopted : 

Authorizing  the  sale  of  an  easement  within 
City-owned  land,  being  Parcel  1286,  a  portion  of  the 
Bay  Division  Pipe lines  1  and  2  Righ t-of-Way  in 
Fremont,  at  the  fair  market  value  of  $3,000;  and 
authorizing  the  Director  of  Property  to  prepare  the 
necessary  legislation  for  enactment  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  consummate  sale. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


88-042 


By  Common  Consent,   the  following  resolution  was 
adopted  in  Executive  Session: 

88-0078         GM       Approving  the  appointment  of  Donald  F.   Keener  as 

Manager,  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau,  effective 
March  16,  1988. 


By  Common  Consent,   the  following  resolution  was 
adopted  in  Executive  Session: 

88-0079        GM      Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  seek  reclassification  and  immediate  filling  of 
the  position  of  Manager,   Bureau  of  Administration, 
PUC. 


Copies  of  the  above  resolutions  are  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission . 

******** 

Report  of  the  General  Manager 

Mr.   Dean  W.  Coffey  reported  that  at  this  time  Hetch  Hetchy  is  60%  of 
normal.     There  is  enough  water   in  storage  to  carry  through  the  water 
year  if  there  is  no  change.     Commissioner  Staten  inquired  about 
conservation  efforts  for  San  Francisco  and  suburban  customers.  Mr. 
Coffey  replied  that  the  department  is  not  contemplating  mandatory 
rationing,   only  conservative  water  measures.     The  department  will  be 
meeting  with  the  suburban  water  users  and  should  have  a  report  for 
the  Commission  at  the  next  Commission  meeting . 

******** 

Public  Hearing  -  Resolution  No,   88-0064  —  Authorizing  the  Assistant 
General  Manager  of  Finance  to  apply  for,  accept,  and  expend 
$3,750,000  of  Federal  Aid  Urban  System  capital  assistance  and 
required  local  match  funds  for  construction  of  Harrison  Street  Motor 
Coach  Operating  Division  and  Harrison  Street  Annex  Facility;  and 
requesting  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement 
Corporation  to  allocate  local  match  financing  as  needed. 

Commissioner  Staten  inquired  about  the  chances  of  the  City 
recovering  charges  for  cleanup  of  contaminated  soil,   from  the 
previous  owner .     Mr .  Anson  Mor an ,  Assistant  General  Manager , 
Finance,   replied  that  he  felt  the  department  had  a  strong  case. 

Commissioner  Lee  suggested  that  the  soil  contamination  work  be 
identified  and  listed  as  a  separate  bid  item  in  the  contract.  Mr. 
Donald  Keener,   Acting  Deputy  General  Manager  and  Chief  Engineer, 
said  that  most  of  this  work  is  not  in  the  construction  contract . 

President  Flynn  opened  the  public  hearing.     There  being  no  public 
comments,  the  public  hearing  was  closed. 

On  Motion  of  Commissioner  Staten,   seconded  by  Commissioner  Lee, 
Resolution  No.   88-0064  was  adopted. 

******** 


88-043 


Resolution  No,   88-0076         Awarding  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No. 
MR-859,   Harrison  Street  Facility  -  General  Construction,    in  the 
amount  of  $14,013,000  to  Roebbelen  Engineering,    Inc.,  Contractor. 


Mr.  John  C.   Scott,  Director  of  San  Francisco  Electrical 
Apprenticeship  Training  Committee  and  a  member  of  the  San  Francisco 
Human  Rights  Commission  Employment  Committee,  spoke  in  opposition  to 
W.S.B.  El ec trie,  one  of  the  subcontr  actors  for  Roebbelen 
Engineering,   Inc.     He  said  that  over  the  last  10  years,  W.S.B. 
Electric  had  no  history  of  hiring  minorities,   females  or  apprentices. 

In  response  to  questions  by  the  Commission,  Mr.  Baker  said  that  the 
overall  goals  of  the  contract  are  being  met.     He  said  that  his 
office  does  not  work  with  subcontractors  until  the  pr e-construction 
conference.     The  subcontractor  will  be  required  to  sign  an 
"Attachment  I"   form  which  is  an  affidavit  stating  that  they  will 
achieve  our  workforce  goals.     If  those  goals  are  not  met,  the  matter 
is  submitted  to  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  and  to  the 
Commission  for  substitution  of  the  subcontractor. 

Commissioner  Buell  asked  whether  the  Commission  could  award  the 
contract  to  other  than  the  low  bidder  under  these  circumstances , 
Mr.  Josh  Millstein,  Deputy  City  Attorney,   replied  that  the 
Commission  mus t  award  to  the  lowest  responsive  bidder.  The 
Commission  would  have  to  find  Roebbelen  non-responsive.     The  City 
Attorney's  Office  reviewed  the  contract  and  found  Roebbelen 
responsive.     W.S.B.  applied  to  the  apprenticeship  program.  Their 
application  was  not  acted  upon,    instead  W.S.B.   is  contributing  to  a 
State  fund. 

Mr.  Richard  Gangitano,  Vice  President,  Roebbelen  Engineering,  Inc., 
stated  that  W.S.B.  will  be  subcontracting  the  fire  alarm  and  PA 
system  to  a  MBE  firm  and  is  also  buying  all  materials  from  a 
minority  or  DBE  supply  house.     The  firm  is  certified  to  train 
apprentices.     He  said  that  it  is  not  necessary  that  any  one  trade 
meet  the  goal,   it's  the  overall  contract. 

Mr.  Richard  A.  Bamberger,  represent! ng  the  International  Brotherhood 
of  Electrical  Workers,  Local  6,  suggested  getting  another  contractor 
who  has  a  history  of  meeting  affirmative  action  goals. 

Commissioner  Lee  asked  the  contractor  if  a  problem  developed  with 
W.S.B.  would  he  be  in  a  position  to  substitute  another 
subcontractor.     Mr.  Gangitano  said  that  he  would  have  to  take  a  look 
at  the  other  bids  and  there  would  be  monetary  considerations.  He 
added  that  W.S.B.   is  a  non-union  electrical  subcontractor  with 
approximately  10%  or  less  of  the  entire  contract.     W.S.B.  will  be 
subcontracting  the  PA  and  fire  alarm  system  to  a  minority  firm  and 
also  will  be  purchasing  materials  from  a  DBE.     Mr.  Gangitano  asked 
whether  W.S.B,  will  have  trouble  getting  certified  apprentices  or 
female  and  minority  workers. 

Commissioner  Lee  moved  adopt  ion  of  the  resolution  to  award  the 
contract  to  Roebbelen  with  the  understanding  that  staff  will  monitor 
this  contract  beginning  prior  to  the  start  of  work,   and  if  any 
problems  arise  with  subcontracts,  staff  will  forward  to  the 
Commission  a  substitution  of  the  cited  subcontractor  despite  the 
possibility  of  delays  to  the  work.     Commissioner  Buell  seconded,  and 
amended  the  resolution  to  require  that  staff  submit  a  written  report 
to  the  Commission  prior  to  the  start  of  construction  regarding  the 
results  of  the  pre-constr uction  conference.     The  resolution  as 
amended  was  unanimously  adopted. 

******** 


88-044 


Report  of  the  General  Manager  -  Continued 


Appointment 

Mr.   William  G,  Stead,  General  Manager,  Municipal  Railway,  announced 
the  appointment  of  Mr.   Philip  Adams  as  Deputy  General  Manager  and 
Chief  Maintenance  Officer. 

Celebr at  ion 

Mr.  Jaimie  Levin,   Director  of  Community  Affairs,  announced  that  a 
celebration  was  being  planned  by  the  private  sector  to  commemorate 
the  100th  anniversary  of  the  Powell  Street  cable  car  line.  There 
will  be  a  parade  beginning  at  10:15  A.M.  from  the  Cable  Car  Barn  to 
Union  Square,   followed  by  a  ceremony  at  Union  Square  and  a  luncheon 
at  the  St.   Francis  Hotel.     The  net  proceeds  from  the  day  will  go  to 
the  Mayor's  Homeless  Fund.     The  Mayor  will  proclaim  the  day  Friedel 
Klussmann  Day . 

Report  on  Mar  ket  Street  Thoroughfare  Project 

Mr.  Charles  O'Neil,  DPW  Project  Manager,   r epor ted  that  construction 
would  begin  April  1,  1988  on  the  segment  from  3rd  Street  to  8th 
Street,  with  a  scheduled  completion  date  of  the  day  before 
Thanksgiving .     The  second  phase ,   from  Fremont  to  3rd  Street  and  8th 
Street  to  12th  Street,  will  begin  April  1989  and  will  finish  the  day 
before  Thanksgiving. 


THEREUPON  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED  TO  AN  EXECUTIVE  SESSION  ON 
PERSONNEL:     3 :39  P.M. 


******** 


ROMAINE  A.  BOLDRIDGE 
Secretary 


88-045 


PUBLIC    UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY    AND    COUNTY    OF    SAN  FRANCISCO 


Resolution  No, 


88-006  3MR 


3-8-88 


RESOLVED,        That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager  of 
Public  Utilities,    the  Manager,    Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts;  thereof 
and  the  City  Attorney,   this  Commission  approved  and  hereby  requests  the 
Controller  to  allot  funds  and  to  draw  warrants  against  such  funds  as  are 
or  will  be  available  in  payment  of  claims  against  the  Municipal  Railway. 


Claimant 


Acdt.No. 

&  Prayer 


Non-litigated  Settlements 


None 


Litigated  Settlements 


Type 


Accident 
Date 


PI/ 
PD 


Settlement 


Arturo  Rogers  Mancia  84S0289-1 

and  $25,000.00 

Rutilia  Mancia 
and 

Greyhound  Lines,    Inc.  84S0289-7 

Intervener  $Undet. 


1-3  5-28-8  5  A($18,000.00) 


1-3  5-28-85  A($12,000.00) 

$  30,000.00 


John  Yount  85T5108-1         7-6  8-15-85  A 

$1,000,000.00 
{$75,000.00  to  Conseco     Annuity  Guarantee  Co.) 


175  ,000 . 00 


Judgment 


None 


$205,000.00 


Total  Settlements : 


(3) 


Index 


560946 


Sub-object  1450 


I  hereby  certify  that  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  8,  1988. 


Romaine 


)ldridqe,  Secr^ 


cretary 


3-8-88 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

crrv  AND  COUNTY  op  san  fmnci^o 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,   the  Secretary  of  Transportation  is  authorized  to  make 
monies  available  pursuant  to  the  Urban  Mass  Transportation  Act  of  1964, 
as  amended,  for  mass  transportation  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  is  an  eligible  claimant  for  capital  assistance  projects  under 
the  Federal  Aid  Urban  Systems  (FAUS)  grants  program  as  authorized  by 
Section  142  of  Title  23  of  the  United  States  Code;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  for  financial  assistance  will  impose  certain 
obligations  upon  the  applicants,  including  the  provision  by  it  of  the 
local  share  of  project  costs;  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  required  by  the  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation  in 
accord  with  the  provision  of  Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964, 
that  in  connection  with  the  filing  of  an  application  for  assistance  under 
the  Urban  Mass  Transportation  Act  of  1964,  as  amended,  the  applicant  give 
an  assurance  that  it  will  comply  with  Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of 
1964  and  the  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation  requirements  thereunder; 
and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  the  goal  of  the  applicant  that  minority  business 
enterprises  be  utilized  to  the  fullest  extent  possible  in  connection  with 
this  project,  and  that  definitive  procedures  shall  be  established  and 
administered  to  ensure  that  minority  businesses  shall  have  the  maximum 
possible  opportunity  to  compete  for  contracts,  supplies,  equipment 
contracts,  or  consultant  and  other  services;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  application  proposes  to  fund  the  construction  of  the 
new  Harrison  Street  Motor  Coach  Operating  Division  and  the  Harrison 
Street  Annex  Facility  for  the  Municipal  Railway;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  site  improvements  to  the  Harrison  Street  Motor  Coach 
Operating  Division  and  the  Harrison  Street  Annex  Facility  will  be 
sponsored  by  the  FAUS  program,  as  authorized  by  Section  142  of  Title  23 
of  the  United  State  Code; 

WHEREAS,  it  is  required  by  the  federal  government  that  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  hold  a  public  hearing  to  allow  public  comment  on  the 
proposed  federal  grant;  and 

WHEREAS,  this  requirement  was  met  by  the  March  8,  1988  public 
hearing;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  City  Planning,  using 
guidelines  established  for  implementation  of  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  of  1970  [CEQA],  has  determined  that  project  could  not  have  a 
significant  effect  on  the  environment;  and 


PUBLfC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


^8^064 


WHEREAS,  the  Harrison  Street  Motor  Coach  Operating  Division  and  the 
Harrison  Street  Annex  Facility  was  ranked  high  in  the  Municipal  Railway 
Capital  Improvement  Program,  adopted  previously  by  this  Commission,  now, 
therefore  be  It 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public 
Utilities  Commission  is  authorized  to  apply  for,  accept,  and  expend 
$3,750,000  of  Federal  Aid  Urban  System  capital  assistance  and  required 
local  match  funds  for  construction  of  the  Harrison  Street  Annex  Facility 
for  the  Municipal  Railway  as  detailed  in  Attachment  A;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  requests  that  the  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation  immediately  reserve 
$3,750,000  as  a  guarantee  against  the  anticipated  award  of  this  grant 
application  and  as  a  guarantee  against  private  subventions  for  this 
project;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  requests  that  the  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation  up  to  $517,125  in 
local  match  funds  that  cannot  be  obtained  from  Metropolitan 
Transportation  Commission  allocated  resources;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public 
Utilities  Commission  is  authorized  to  execute  and  file  an  application  on 
behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  with  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Transportation  to  finance  improvements  to  the  Harrison  Street  facility 
for  the  Municipal  Railway;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public 
Utilities  Commission  is  authorized  to  execute  and  file  an  application  on 
behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  with  the  Metropolitan 
Transportation  Commission  for  local  match  requirements  for  the  Harrison 
Street  projects  for  the  Municipal  Railway;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public 
Utilities  Commission  is  authorized  to  execute  and  file  with  such 
application  an  assurance  or  any  other  document  required  by  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation  effectuating  the  purpose  of  Title  VI  of  the 
Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance,  Public 
Utilities  Commission  is  authorized  to  furnish  whatever  additional 
information  might  be  requested  by  the  funding  agencies  in  connection  with 
this  request;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  that  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  Commission  is 
authorized  to  set  forth  and  execute  affirmative  minority  business 
policies  in  connection  with  the  project's  procurement  needs. 


C  it  ^2f?fGG9ertify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of    MARCH     8  1988 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commi^ion 


CITY  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


,  88-.306S 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Cocnnlssion  on  the  recommendation  of  the  General 

Manager  of  Public  Utilities*  Department  Managers,  and  the  City  Attorney* 

hereby  approves  compromise  settlements.  Month  of  February  1988, 

total  amount  billed;    $9,795.72  total  compromise  settlement}  $7,718.83 

and  approves  collections  Month  of  February  1988,  amount  of  $9,293.02 

for  payment  from  miscellaneous  debtors,  per  lists  dated  February  29,  1988. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,  MARCH    8  1988 

at  Us  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commissnn 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na  0^66 


RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  note 
that  the  project  which  is  the  subject  of  this  resolution  has  been 
determined  by  the  Department  of  City  Planning  to  be  categorically  exempt 
as  CI  ass  1(b)  project  under  the  State  Guidel ines  implementing  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  the  plans  and 
specifications  as  prepared  and  recommended  by  staff,  and  hereby 
authorizes  Bid  Call  as  follows: 

Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2001 ,  12-inch  Ductile  Iron  Main 
Instal lation  i n  Bl anken  Avenue  between  Tunnel  Avenue  and  Executive  Park 
Boulevard. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

MARCH    8  1988 


at  its  meeting  of. 


tary,  Public  Utilities  Commissi^ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commissi0 

0673F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na 


88^0067 


WHEREAS.  Under  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  1988, 
the  replacement  of  the  existing  8-inch  main  which  was  installed  in  1870 
is  to  be  performed;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bids  for  this  work  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on 
January  26.  1988;  and 

WHEREAS,  Implementation  of  hid  preferences  provided  for  i  n 
Ordinance  No.  139-84  (San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  12-D)  for 
Local  Business  and  for  Minority  or  Women  Bidders  result  in  the 
determination  that  the  contract  be  awarded  to  Ranger  Pipelines,  Inc.  and 
Interlane  General  Engineering.  Inc.,  A  Joint  Venture,  who  submitted  a  bid 
in  the  net  amount  of  $189,950.00;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  thi s  Commi ssion  hereby  awards  San  Franc i sco  Water 
Department  Contract  No,  1988,  8- Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  I nsta nation  in 
24th  Street  between  Harrison  Street  and  Potrero  Avenue  in  the  net  amount 
of  $189,950.00  to  Ranger  Pipelines,  Inc.  and  Interlane  General 
Engineering.  Inc. ,  A  Joint  Venture,  2010  Ocean  Avenue,  Suite  E,  San 
Francisco,  OA  94127-2723. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
a,U.me.Hn,o{  WARCH       B  1988 


Secretary, 


far\',  Fublic  Utjlities' 


0662F 


PUBLIC,  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  Delays  in  the  start  of  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No. 
MR-858R  were  caused  b\  requi  rerr^ents  that  hazardous  wastes  be  removed 
from  the  Muni  Harrison  Street  Facility  site  to  assure  worker  safety;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  delay  has  impacted  the  overall  project  completion 
schedule  and  It  is  imperative  that  the  Harrison  Street  Facility  Project 
be  completed  by  March  1989;  and 

WHEREAS,  Acceleration  of  the  contract  completion  time  for  said 
contract  will  assist  in  mitigation  of  delays  caused  by  the  hazardous 
waste  problem;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1 
which  increases  the  contract  amount  by  $32,311.00,  and  reduces  the 
contract  completion  time  allowance  by  11  working  days. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  WARCH  8  19S8 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCtSiCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


8Bi>QQ69 


RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-953,  Lighting  Rehabilitation  and 
Energy  Conservation  ^  Presidio,   Potrero,  Metro  and  Woods  Divisions, 
which  is  funded  under  Fund  Group  31-001,    Index  560037.  Account  No, 
963941,   as  satisfactorily  completed ;   approves  Contract  Modif  ication 
No.   1  in  the  amount  of  $3,637.29;   authorizes  an  extension  of  time  for 
unavoidable  delays  of  S4  calendar  days ;   and  author  izes  f  inal  payment 
in  the  amount  of  $25,993.77  to  the  Contractor.  Man  Wah  Construction 
Company.   1272  -  144th  Avenue,   San  Leandro,   CA,  94578. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  wa.^  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

MARCH    8  J9fi? 


at  its  meeting  of. 


8_j9fia  _-    -  —  

Secretary.  I'uhlic  Utilities  Com mif^on 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTV  AND  COUNrV  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.         i  ^^S-*-.jO*^Q 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  Credit  Modification  No. 
24  in  the  amount  of  $9,546.49  and  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  836,  Geneva  Carbarn,  Construct  New 
Trackwork  and  Shop  Building  by  the  contractor,  S.  J.  Amoroso 
Construction  Company,  Inc./Verrett  Construction  Company,  A  Joint 
Venture,  as  satisfactorily  completed. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  MARCH  8_J9fl£ 


I9fla  


Secretary;  Public  Utilities  Commis^on 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CnV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTrON  No.'-*^     w-  ^  J 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1971,  Potrero  Hill  Tank 
Painting,  as  satisfactorily  completed;  approves  Credit  Contract 
Modification  No.  1  in  the  amount  of  $2,000.00;  and  authorizes  final 
payment  in  the  amount  of  $798.75  to  the  Contractor,  Giampolini  &  Company. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of    :    MftROH      8  1981 


Secretary, 

0675F 


m 

■etary.  Public  Utilities  Commi^ion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CtTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  88-0072 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1952,  Pilarcitos  Cottage 
Rehabilitation,  as  satisfactorily  completed;  approves  Credit  Contract 
Modification  No.  2  in  the  amount  of  $1,683.20;  authorizes  an  extension  of 
time  for  unavoidable  delays  of  2  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final 
payment  in  the  amount  of  $6,107.73  to  the  Contractor,  Far  East 
Construction  Company. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of    MARCH  8  19Rfl 


Secretary, 


■tary,  Public  Utilities  Commis^on 


0677F 


PUBLIC  UTrLITIES  COMMISSION 

CriY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


n8-0073 


WHEREAS,  Disassembly,  and  annual  maintenance  for  Unit  #2  at  Moccasin 
Powerhouse  was  scheduled  on  February  1,  1988;  and 

WHEREAS,  Extensive  heating  damage  was  discovered  at  the  top  and  bottom 
of  the  lamination  core  material  and  burning  wedges  in  the  same  area;  and 

WHEREAS,  Excessive  clearances  of  the  wedges  through  the  winding  with 
some  migration  downward/upwara  of  slot  filling  materials;  and 

WHEREAS,  Corona  damage  at  some  of  the  winding  cross  over  between  coils 
of  different  phases;  and 

WHEREAS,  Repair  work  deemed  necessary  to  reduce  probability  of 
catastrophic  failure  and  minimize  the  revenue  impact  to  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  February  19,  1988  an  emergency  was  declared  pursuant  to 
Section  6.30  and  Section  21.25  of  the  Administrative  Code  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco;  now,  THEREFORE,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  hereby  confirms  the  declaration  of 
emergency  at  the  Moccasin  Powerhouse  and  authorizes  the  expenditure  of  funds 
not  to  exceed  $200,000  from  Fund  Group  33-001,  Index  Code  336248,  Project  Work 
Phase  709-01,  Holm  Moccasin  Powerhouse  Exciter  Replacement,  for  said  activity. 


0995b 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

MARCH    8  1988 


at  its  meeting  of . 


Secretary, 


ftary,  Public  Utilities  Commismon 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


88-0074 

No.  


WHEREAS,  the  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  is 
currently  undertaking  federal  and  state  grant  funded  projects 
to  promote  energy  conservation  efforts  in  the  San  Francisco 
residential  and  commercial  sectors;  and 


WHEREAS,  a  significant  proportion  of  the  research 
associated  with  these  efforts  can  be  performed  effectively  and 
efficiently  by  student  interns  trained  in  the  area  of  Energy 
Management ;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  work,  which  will  cost  $76,900  has  been 
funded  with  this  intended  purpose  by  the  Urban  Consortium 
Energy  Task  Force  and  the  U.S.  Department  of  Energy;  and 


WHEREAS,  the  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  has 
determined  that  California  Environmental  Internship  Program 
(CEIP)   is  highly  qualified  to  provide  the  students  capable  of 
performing  this  work,  now,  THEREFORE,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation  to  select  the  California 
Environmental  Internship  Program  as  the  consultant  to  provide 
the  required  services,  and  to  negotiate  and  execute  a 
professional  services  contract  through  the  Director  of 
Purchasing . 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of    MARCH 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


Cmr  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na  0Q''?5 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Police  Department  is  withdrawing  all 
"Special  Police"  authority;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  has  used  the  "Special  Police" 
authority  to  cite  and  tow  vehicles  illegally  parked  blocking  or  creating 
a  hazard  to  revenue  service,  or  left  abandoned  at  Municipal  Railway 
facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  Director  of  Labor  Relations  has 
reviewed  the  legislation  with  the  representatives  of  all  Classifications 
listed  in  the  Ordinance;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  has  a  continuing  need  for  the 
authority  to  issue  citations  for  non-moving  traffic  violations  and  to 
remove  and  relocate  vehicles  affecting  the  Municipal  Railway  operation; 
now,  therefore,  be  It 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  requests  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to 
adopt  legislation  amending  Article  2  of  Part  II,  Chapter  XI  of  the  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Code  (Traffic  Code),  adding  Section  13  thereto  which 
enables  authorized  personnel  of  the  Municipal  Railway  to  issue  citations 
for  violations  of  State  law  or  the  Municipal  Codes  which  relate  to 
non-moving  traffic  violations  affecting  operations  of  the  Municipal 
Railway  and  include  the  authority  to  tow  or  relocate  vehicles  which  have 
been  cited. 


2577G 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
atitsmeetinsof  MARCH       8  19.88 


~Secretary,  Public  Utilities  ComnAssion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  Na 


WHEREAS.  Under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-859,  the 
rehabilitation  of  the  former  U.S.  Steel  Facility,  1940  Harrison  Street, 
San  Francisco,  California  into  a  bus  maintenance  and  storage  facility  is 
to  be  performed;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bids  for  this  work  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on 
January  12,  1988;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  was  not  awarded  within  thirty  (30)  days  of 
receipt  of  bids  due  to  awaiting  determination  by  the  Director  of  Contract 
Compliance,  PUC  that  the  low  bidder  has  met  the  Affirmative  Action 
Requirements  specified  for  the  Contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Director  of  Contract  Compliance,  PUC  has  determined 
that  the  low  bidder  has  met  said  Affirmative  Action  Requirements;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.1  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  as 
amended  by  Ordinance  No.  3A1-68  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on 
December  2,  1968,  extends  the  time  for  an  award  of  contract  an  additional 
thirty  (30)  days  in  order  to  develop,  implement  or  Improve  a  qualifying 
affirmative  action  non-discrimination  program  as  required  by  Section  12B 
of  the  Administrative  Code;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  Municipal  Railway 
Contract  No.  MR-859,  Harrison  Street  Facility  -  General  Construction,  In 
the  amount  of  tl4,0l3,000.00  to  Roebbelen  Engineering,  Inc.,  1241  Hawks 
Flight  Court,  El  Dorado  Hills,  California  95630,  as  the  lowest  responsive 
bidder  for  the  Base  Bid  plus  Alternates  2,  3  and  4,  and  rejects  all  other 
bids  for  the  work;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  staff  is  directed  to  monitor  this  contract 
beginning  prior  to  the  start  of  work;  if  problems  arise  with 
subcontractors,  staff  shall  forward  to  the  Commission  a  substitution  of 
the  cited  subcontractor  despite  the  possibility  of  delays  to  the  work; 
and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Director  of  Contract  Compliance,  PUC  shall 
submit  a  written  report  to  this  Commission  prior  to  the  start  of  the 
construction  regarding  the  results  of  the  pre-constructlon  conference. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  

 MARCH    8  mf 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commismion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


88-0077 


WHEREAS,    the  property  owners  at  952  Driscell  Road, 
Fremont,   want  to  acquire  the  right  to  use  and  maintain  portions 
of  their  property  improvements,  which  encroach  on  San  Francisco 
Water  Department's  land,  being  a  portion  of  Parcel  1286,  Bay 
Division  Pipelines  1  and  2  Right  of  Way,   according  to  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  records;   and  as  shown  on  Drawing 
No.   C-1214;  and 

WHEREAS,   The  City  Attorney's  Office  has  negotiated 
with  the  property  owners  and  recommends  the  sale  of  an  easement 
to  accommodate  the  encroachments;  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Water  Department  has  reviewed  the  subject 
request  and  recommends  the  sale  of  easement  subject  to  certain 
reservations;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Director  of  Property  concurs  with  the 
property  owners'  appraisal  of  $3,000  as  fair  market  value  of 
the  easements  to  be  acquired;   now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   that  the  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
Director  of  Property  to  prepare  the  necessary  legislation  for 
the  enactment  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  consummate  the 
sale  of  the  easement. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of   MARCH       8  1988 


J_1988    

Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commismion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

cnv  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Section  3.593  of  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco, 
hereby  approves  the  appoinment  made  by  the  Acting  General  Manager  of  Public 
Utilities,  of  Donald  F,  Keener  as  Class  5189,  Manager,  Utilities  Engineering 
Bureau;    said  appointment  to  be  effective  March  16,  1988, 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


88-0079 

RESOLUTION  Ho.  


ilESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  its  General 
Manager  to  seek  reclassification  and  immediate  filling  of  the 
position  of  A491-Manager ,  Bureau  of  Administration,  P.U.C.,  to  the 
equivalent  of  an  1823-Senior  Administrative  Analyst. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  Us  meeting  of  M'^RCH     ,«  1988 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC    OTILITtES  COMMISSION 
CITY    AND    COUNTY    OF    SAN  FRANCISCO 


Publ ic  Hearing ; 

Re:      Federal  Aid  Urban 
Systems  Capital  assistance 


No ,  8 


Tuesday 
KooiTi  282 
City  Hall 
San  Fr  anc  i  sco , 


March  8  ,  1988 


California 


Reported  by: 
CHRISTINE  M. 


CLARKE 


San 


ADAMS  REPORTING 
16   Farm  Road 
Rafael,    California  94903 
(415)  472-0350 


ADAMS    REPORTING         t  41  5)    47  2-0  3  50 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


rUESDAY,     MARCH    8,     1988  2:13     0»CLOCK  P.M. 

 oOo  

PRESIDENT   FLYNN:     We   have   a    special    order  of 
lusiness,    a   special   hearing,    a  financial   matter.  This 
s  a  public  hearing.     Anyone  desiring  to  have  input, 
iny thing  that  you  choose  to  say  about  the  publ ic 
learing,  we  will  listen  to  you  before  the  Commission 
:akes  action. 

The  public  hearing  is  required  under  the  law. 

rhis  is  an  application  for  a  federal  funds  and  you  are 

entitled  to  have  your   input,   output,   whatever  you 

choose  to  say . 

Special  order   of  business,  Financial 

Management « 

Public  Hearing:     To  consider   authorizing  the 
Assistant  General   Manager   of   Finance  to  apply  for, 
accept,    and  expend   53,750,000   of   Federal  Aid  Urban 
System  capital  assistance  and   required  local  match 
funds   for   construction  of   Harrison  Street  Motor  Coach 
Operating  Division  and  Harrison  Street  Annex  Facility; 
and  requesting  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway 
Improvement   Corporation  to  allocate  local  match 
financing  as  needed  for   this  federal   grant.      This  is  a 
publ ic  hearing. 

Mr.  Moran? 
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MR.    MORAN:       Mr.     Chairman,    Commissioners,  my 
ame    is  Andy   Moran.       I'm  Assistant   General    Manager  of 
inance   for    the   Public   Utilities  Connc  i  s  s  io  n  , 

The  grant   application  that  you  have  before  you 
s  seeking  a   new   source   of   funds  for  an  old  project, 
his  project  has  been  before  you  several   times  before, 
t  has  been  the  subject  of  grant  applications  for  other 
ources  of  federal  money.     This  is  the  last  piece  of 
unding  being  sought  to  complete  the  funding  package 
or   this  important  project. 

AS  you   read,    it's   53,750,000   of   Federal  Aid 
jrban  funds.     I  believe  the  package  that  you  have 
3etails   this  application  as  well  as  the   total  project 
of  budget  for   this  project.      If   you  have  any  questions, 
1*11  be  very  glad  to   respond  to  them. 

PRESIDENT  FLYNN:     Does  the  Commission  have  any 

questions  for   Mr.  Moran? 

Commissioner  Staten? 

COMMISSIONER  STATEN:     One  of   the   things  that 
you  mentioned  that  you  are  going  to  be  attempting  is  to 
recover  —   Part  of   the   reason  we  need  this  money   is  for 
the  --  to  deal  with   the   soil   contamination  that  was 
found  at   the   site,  correct? 

MR.    MORAN:  Yes. 

COMMISSIONER   STATEN:      And  you  mentioned  that 


ADAMS    REPORTING         (415)  472-0350 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10 
11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 


ou    are    going    to    be    trying    to    recover    the    charges,  1 
uess,    froni    the   previous  owners. 

What   do  est  imate   our   chances  are? 
MR.    MORAN :      I've   been   told   that   we   have   a  very 
trong  case.      The   record  of   ownership  is  quite  clear, 
nd  there  is  basically  a  single  prior   owner  that  goes 
.ack  as  long  as  this  contamination  possibly  could  have 
occurred.     And  as  such,   we  have  a  strong  case. 

Reducing  that  to  probabilities,   I  can't  do  for 

^ou . 

COMMISSIONER   STATEN:      You   don't   have    to  do 
that.     You  don't   need  probabilities.      I   just  wanted  to 
know   if  we  had  a  strong  case. 
Thank  you. 

PRESIDENT  FLYNN:     Further  questions? 
COMMISSIONER  LEE:  Yes. 
PRESIDENT  FLYNN  :     Commissioner  Lee? 
COMMISSIONER  LEE:     Andy,    I  would  like  to  know 
whether   that  particular   type  of  work  has  been 
identified  as  a   particular   item  in  the  contract? 

If  we  are  going   to  have  a  legal  step 
afterwards,    I  would  suggest  very  strongly   that  you 
separate   that  item  out,    identify   it   in  the 
specification  as  a  separate   bid  item. 

MR.    MORAN:     We  will  most  certainly  be 
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accounting    for    it  separately- 

COMMISSIONER    LEE:      Yes,    but    I'm    not  suggesting 

that  you  account   for   it   internally.      I    think   it  should 

De   identified  in  the  contract   so   that  you  would  have  a 

Tiuch  stronger   case  in   terms  of   the  legal  actions- 

MR.    KEENER:     May   I   comment   on  that? 

Most  of  the  funds  that  you  are  talking  about 

are  not   in  the  general  construction  contract.     There  is 

some  work  with  the  soils,   but  most  of  what  you're 

talking  about  has  been  to  do  with  the  dust   removal  of 

things  that  have  been  going  on  outside  of  the  company. 

COMMISSIONER   LEE:      Oh,    I  see. 

PRESIDENT  FLYNN:     Further  questions  from 

staff? 

COMMISSIONER  BUELL:     Andy,    tell   me  again 
what's  the  local  matching   requirement  of  this? 

MR.   MOBAN:     The  local   matching   requirement  is 
20  percent.     And  we  have  discussed  preliminarily  with 
Simfrick  the  possibility  of  their  providing  that  match. 
And  based  on  your  request  to  them,   they  are  expecting 
to  consider  that. 

PRESIDENT  FLYNN:     Further  questions? 
Anyone  from  the  public  desiring  to  speak  to 
the  issue   before  the  commission  at  the  public  hearing? 

Anyone  in  the  public  desiring  to  speak  to  the 
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public  hearing? 

Then   the   public    hearing    is  closed. 

Commissioners? 

COMMISSIONER   STATEN :      1   move  adoption. 
COMMISSIONER  LEE:  Second. 

PRESIDENT  FLYNN:      It's  been  properly   moved  and 

seconded . 

All   in  favor,    say  "aye." 
Those  opposed? 

The  -ayes"  have  it.     Such  shall  be  the  order. 
That   completes   the  public  hearing. 
(Whereupon,    the   item  concluded  at   2:18  o'clock 

p.m.] 

 oOo  
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SECRETARY 


88-046 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Buell,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0083         WD       Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1990  -  Crystal 
Springs  Pipeline  No.   1,  Replace  Section. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,   Lee,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0084        WD      Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1983,  Lower 
Crystal  Springs  Reservoir,  Tower  and  Tunnel 
Rehabilitation . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,   Lee,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0085        HH      Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH-788,  Market  Street 
Underground  Control  Centers  -  Repair  and  Replace 
Lighting  Equipment . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,  Lee,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Buell,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0086        WD      Awarding  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No, 
WD-1959R,   Cathodic  Protection  -  Peninsula  Division 
Pipelines,    in  the  net  amount  of  $294,490.00  to 
American  Construction  and  Supply,   Inc. ,  Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,  Lee,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0087        WD      Accept ing  the  wor k  performed  under  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-1989,  Furnish  and  Install  Fiberglass 
Water  Tanks,   as  satisfactorily  completed;  approving 
Credit  Contract  Modification  No .   1   in  the  amount  of 
$2,000.00,  and  author izing  final  payment  in  the 
amount  of  $38,780.00  to  the  Contractor,  United 
Engineering  Technology,  Inc. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,  Lee,  Buell 


88-048 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Buell,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Municipal  Pailway 
Contract  No.  MR-961  Potrero  Shops:  Modification  to 
Compressed  Air  System,  as  satisfactorily  completed, 
and  authorizing  final  payment  in  the  amount  of 
$2,974.61  to  the  Contractor,   Bargen  Industries,  Inc. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,  Lee,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  Contract  Modification  No.  1  to  Hetch 
Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH-769,   Hetch  Hetchy  Fire 
Protection  Systems,   in  the  amount  of  $24,053.11, 
increasing  the  contract  amount  to  $269,053.11  and 
extending  the  contract  completion  time  by  60 
calendar  days . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,   Lee,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,  seconded  by  Lee,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  execute  Modification  No.  4  to  the  agreement  with 
William  B.  Bonvillian,  Esquire,   increasing  the 
amount  by  $50,000,  and  extending  the  term  one  year. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,   Lee,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Buell,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  execute  Modification  No.  2  to  the  Agreement  with 
Brian  E .  Gr ay ,  Attorney  at  Law,   increasing  the 
contract  amount  by  $80,000. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,   Lee,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Objecting  to  provisions  in  AB  3972,   that  would 
strengthen  the  role  of  the  Metropolitan 
Transportation  Commission   (MTC)  in  setting  local 
fare  and  service  policies. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,   Lee,  Buell 


88-049 


On  motion  of   Buell,    seconded  by  Lee,    the  followinq 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0093         MR       Requesting  approval  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of 
an  amendment  of  Article  15,   Part  II,  Chapter  XI 
{Traffic  code)   of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code, 
authorizing  the  Tax  Collector  to  issue  not  more  than 
10  transferable  parking  permits  per  Railway  facility 
for  the  use  of  employees  assigned  to  work  at  that 
f aci li  ty . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,   Lee,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Buell,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0094         MR      Approving  the  transfer  of  Municipal  Railway  surplus 
funds  in  the  amount  of  $350,000  from  Services  of  the 
Purchaser  and  $350,000  from  Services  of  the  PUC,  to 
Materials  and  Supplies-Fuel  $300,000  and  Materials 
and  Suppl ies-Non-f uel  $400,000. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,   Lee,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,  seconded  by  Buell,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0095        MR      Approving  Debit  Modification  in  the  amount  of 

$60,000  to  provide  funds  for  work  to  be  performed  as 
set  forth  in  Contract  Modification  No.  1  to 
Municipal  Railway  Contract  with  San  Francisco  State 
University:  providing  for  a  12-month  extension  of 
the  term;  additional  funding  for  continuation  of 
work  on  existing  projects  and  funding  for  new 
projects;   and  adjustment  of  allowable  overhead  rates. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,   Lee,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Lee,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted : 

88-0096        MR      Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Municipal  Railway 
to  expend  $92,965  for  administration  of  the  Transit 
Shelter  Program  in  1987/88,   to  be  reimbursed  by 
Gannett  Transit  Shelter  Company, 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,   Lee,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,  seconded  by  Lee,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0097         WD       Setting  the  date  of  April  19,   1988,   at  5:30  P.M.,  in 
Room  282,  City  Hall,   for  Public  Hearings  on  rates 
and  charges  for  water  service  and  water  supplied  by 
the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  to  retail  and 
wholesale  customers. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,   Lee,  Buell 


88-050 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Buell,   the  f ol lowi ng 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  Manager  of  Utilities  Engineering 
Bureau  to  negotiate  and  execute  a  Profess i on al 
Services  contract  with  Corrosion  Engineering 
Research  Company,  for  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$170,000,   for   the  design  of  a  cathodic  protection 
system  for  Crystal  Springs  Pipeline  No,   2,  Sections 
3  and  4 . 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Toupin ,   Lee ,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,  seconded  by  Lee,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted : 

Denying  the  appeal  of  328-332  Pitch  Street  on  the 
grounds  that  the  contentions  have  not  been  supported 
by  any  avai lable  da ta ;   adopt ing  a  net  increase  of 
3,172.71  sq.   ft.  of  office  use  with  a  Transit  Impact 
Development  Fee  of  $15,863.56  as  the  Final 
Determination  for  the  project  resulting  from  permit 
applications  #8613282,   8703910  and  8716897;  and 
reserving  the  right  to  re-evaluate  and  revise  this 
determination  if  it  is  found  that  the  ground  floor 
of  the  building  is  actually  built- out  as  office  use 
rather  than  the  currently  proposed  retail  sales  use. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,  Lee,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,  seconded  by  Lee,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  the  sale  of  an  easement,  being  San 
Francisco  Water  Department's  San  Mateo  County  Land, 
Parcel  16,  San  Andreas  Pipeline  No.  3  Right-of-Way ; 
and  authorizing  the  Director  of  Property  to  proceed 
with  the  necessary  legislation  for  the  enactment  by 
the  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  approve  and  grant 
the  sale. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Toupin,  Lee,  Buell 


By  Common  Consent,  the  following  resolution  was 
adopted  in  Executive  Session: 

Approving  the  temporary  appointment  of  Dean  W. 
Coffey  as  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities, 
effective  February  23,  1988. 


By  Common  Consent,   the  following  resolution  was 
adopted  in  Executive  Session : 

Settling  the  litigation  entitled  Jerry  Forrester  v. 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,   Superior  Court  No. 
870-279. 


88-051 


Copies   of   the  above   resolutions  are  on   file   in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commiss  ion . 

******** 

Announcements 

President  Toupin  announced  that  the  Commission  met  in  executive 
session  on  March  8,   1988,  after  the  regular  Commission  meeting,  and 
approved  the  appointment  of  Donald  F.  Keener  as  Manager  of  the 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  and  authorized  the  General  Manager  of 
Public  Utilities  to  seek  reclassification  and  immediate  filling  of 
the  position  of  Manager,  Bureau  of  Administration,  PUC. 

******** 

Report  of  the  General  Manager 
Vancouver,  Canada  Trip 

Mr,  William  G.  Stead,  General  Manager,  Municipal  Railway,  reported 
that  a  group  of  Municipal  Railway  and  City  officials  made  a  trip  to 
BC  Transit  "Skytrain"  in  Vancouver,  Canada  to  examine  their  signal 
system  and  proof  of  payment  system  for  possible  implementation 
here.     He  reported  that  the  group  was  favorably  impressed  with  both 
systems  and  will  begin  to  develop  a  grant  application  to  provide 
funding  for   the  signal  system. 

Water  Condition 

Mr.  Dean  W.  Coffey,  Acting  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities, 
reported  that  the  Hetch  Hetchy  system  is  at  59%  of  an  average  year. 
He  said  that  this  looks  like  a  critical  year.     He  introduced  Mr. 
Robert  Vasconsellos ,  Manager,  Rates  and  Resources-San  Francisco 
Water  Department,  to  discuss  implementation  of  a  voluntary 
conservation  program. 

Mr.  Vasconsellos  said  that  the  department  does  not  anticipate  water 
rationing  at  this  time.     The  program  would  be  to  achieve  an 
increased  level  of  conservation  so  that  there  would  be  water  for 
next  year  in  the  event  next  year  is  the  third  dry  year  in  a  row. 
Last  year  we  pursued  a  10%  reduction  through  a  voluntary  program. 
It  was  unsuccessful.     The  year  ended  with  a  6-1/2%  increase.  This 
year  we  want  to  introduce  mandatory  restrictions  on  water  use 
designed  to  eliminate  water  waste.     San  Francisco  only  uses 
one-third  of  the  water  and  the  suburbs  use  two-thirds.     In  order  for 
a  program  to  be  effective,   it  must  be  applied  systemwide.  Currently 
the  department  is  in  discussions  with  the  suburbs  on  this  issue  and 
they  are  in  agreement  that  such  a  program  is  necessary.     To  make  the 
program  effective,  enforcement  would  be  through  shutting  off  water 
rather  than  through  fines  and  penalties.     This  would  require  an 
amendment  of  the  rules  and  regulations. 

Mr.  Coffey  added  that  the  department  is  trying  to  develop  a  uniform 
program  to  be  applied  throughout  the  entire  Bay  Area. 

******** 

Resolution  No.  88-0092  —  Objecting  to  provisions  in  AB  3972,  that 
would  strengthen  the  role  of  the  Metropolitan  Transportation 
Commission  (MTC)   in  setting  local  fare  and  service  policies. 


88-052 


Ms.    Kathleen  Kelly,   Principal  Administrative  Analyst-Finance  Bureau, 
said  that  studies  were  made  by  MTC  to  determine  how  transit  could  be 
improved  in  the  Bay  Area.     They  considered  the  concept  of  a  super 
agency  and  a  corridor  approach.     Five  of  the  recommendations  were 
put  into  Assembly  Bill  3972.     The  bill  would  increase  the  role  of 
MTC,  particularly  in  the  area  of  coordinating  fares  and  service  on  a 
regional  basis.     Currently  San  Francisco  carries  60%  of  the  regional 
ridership  but  only  has  2  representatives  on  MTC. 

Ms.  Doris  Kahn,  Chair  of  the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission, 
pointed  out  that  MTC  needs  more  authority  over  transit  operators  in 
order  to  improve  the  quality  of  transit  services  throughout  the 
region . 

Andy  Moran,   Assistant  General  Manager,   Finance,   said  that  staff  is 
in  favor  of  coordination  with  MTC  in  several  areas  but  is  concerned 
about  giving  MTC  authority  that  could  have  a  significant  effect  on 
the  general  fund  without  providing  the  necessary  funding  to  carry 
out  their  decisions. 

CoiniTiissioner  Lee  moved,  Commissioner  Buell  seconded,  to  approve  the 
staff  recommendation  to  oppose  AB  3972.     The  resolution  was 
unanimously  adopted . 

******** 

Item  No.   20 — Regarding  the  adjustment  in  the  payment  for  per  ton  of 
quarry  product  removed  from  premises  leased  to  Mission  Valley  Rock 
Company  (Continued  from  February  9 ,   19  88 ) , 

Ms.  Deborah  Rohrer,  Manager,  Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts,  stated 
that  the  lease  does  not  provide  for  a  fair  market  rental.  It 
provides  for  a  rental  that  is  fair  and  justifiable.     She  cited 
various  selling  prices.     Mission  Valley  Rock  Company's   (MVR)  selling 
price  is  currently  at  the  top  in  this  area.     The  industry  standard 
for  royalties  is  between  6-10%  of  the  selling  price.     The  proposed 
royalty  of  56  cents  is  over  10%  of  the  selling  price.     The  1988 
survey  shows  that  50  cents  per  ton  is  in  excess  of  what  all  other 
quarries  in  the  immediate  area  are  paying.     The  Syar  lease,  which 
was  presented  as  having  a  higher  royalty,   is  of  significantly  higher 
quality  product.     It  is  basalt  which  is  similar  in  quality  to  the 
Apperson  Ridge  quarry.     The  Apperson  Ridge  quarry  is  paying  a 
royalty  of  30-35  cents  per  ton  with  a  5  cents  mitigation  royalty  to 
East  Bay  Regional  Park.     Hauling  costs  are  regulated  by  the  State 
Public  Utilities  Commission  by  zone.     Companies  are  either 
advantaged  or  disadvantaged  based  upon  their  location  and  the 
location  of  their  market.     That  is  factored  into  the  selling  price. 
Regarding  the  quality  of  rock,   all  of  the  quarries  meet  State 
specifications.     Regarding  washing  costs,  those  are  management  and 
operation  costs  which  are  not  relative  to  setting  a  royalty.  MVR 
will  be  investing  over  $1  million  for  additional  washing  equipment 
because  there  is  more  clay  in  the  deeper  rock .     In  summary ,   she  said 
that  staff  believes  that  56  cents  is  a  fair  and  justifiable  amount 
and  over  the  market.     In  determining  that  amount  the  Construction 
Cost  Index  was  applied  as  a  fair  standard  for  accessing  an  increase. 

Mr.   Steven  Bley  said  that   it   is  his  position  that  the  City  should 
determine  the  amount  of  royalty  by  retaining  an  independent  expert 
to  advise  the  City.     He  said  that  he  retained  Mawhinney  and 
Associates  who  has  experience  in  appraising  rock  quarries.     He  said 
that  he  instructed  Mr,  Mawhinney  to  act  as  though  he  had  been  hired 
by  the  City  to  advise  the  City  what  information  they  should  have  to 
be  able  to  negotiate  with  an  individual  or  company  who  desired  to 
lease,   in  this  case  actually  buy,  because  whatever  is  taken  out  of 
the  ground  is  actually  gone. 


88-053 


Mr.   John  Mawhinney  said  that  his  preliminary  findings  were  that  the 
subject  property  has  a  significant  advantage  in  regards  to 
transportation  and  processing  costs  over   its  competitors  ranging 
from  $1.00  to  $1.80  per  ton.     He  recommended  that  a  full-scale 
appraisal  investigation  be  made,   including  data  on  primary  market, 
hauling,  production  and  reclamation  costs.     He  expressed  the  opinio 
that  the  subject  property  has  a  cost  advantage,  on  average,  of  $1.4 
per  ton,   and  that  it  would  be  fair  for  the  City,  as  landlord,  to 
receive  at  least  one-half  of  the  excess  profits  which  this  site 
enjoys , 

In  response  to  questions  by  the  Commission,   Mr.   Mawhinney  said  that 
a  fullscale  appraisal  would  cost  about  $12,000  -  $15,000  and  would 
take  about  30-90  days. 

By  Common  Consent,   this  matter  was  continued  for  more  information, 
to  a  time  uncertain. 


THEREUPON  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED  TO  AN  EXECUTIVE  SESSION-  4-47 
P.M. 


******** 


ROMAINE  A.  BOLDRIDGE 
Secretary 


88-054 


PUBLIC    UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY    AND    COUNTY    OF    SAN  FRANCISCO 


Resolution  No.  88-0080MR 


3-22-88 


RESOLVED ,        That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager  of 
Publ ic  Utilities,   the  Manager ,   Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts ;  thereof 
and  the  City  Attorney,   this  Commission  approved  and  hereby  requests  the 
Controller  to  allot  funds  and  to  draw  warrants  against  such  funds  as  are 
or  will  be  available  in  payment  of  claims  against  the  Municipal  Railway. 


Claimant 


Acdt.No. 
&  Prayer 


Non-litigated  Settlements 


Type 


Accident 
Date 


PI/ 
PD 


Settlement 


None 

Litigated  Settlements 


Juanita  Sandoval 


Ernest  Seuss, 
Steven  Suss  and 
Ernest  Seuss,  as 
Special  Administrator 
for  Emmy  Suss,    for  her 
wrongful  death 


84T5325-1 
$53  ,  000  .  00 

82T0782-1 
$500,000.00 


Judgments 
Jack  Giolitti 


9-  6 


1-  9  + 


12-18-84 


1-14-83 
(1-  5-83) 


1-  3 


11-  3-84 


A 


A 


84B0673-3 
$150 , 000  .  00 
(Settlement  includes  costs  for  $1,732.37.) 


30,000.00 
25,000.00 


50,644.40 


Index       560946       Sub-object  1450 


$105 , 644.40 


Total  Settlements : 


(3) 


1  hereby  certify  that  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  at  its  meeting  of  March  22,  1988. 


Romaine 


.ne  A.   Boldridge ,   Set re 


retary 


3-22-88 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNrr  OF  FRONCISCO 

88-00 yi 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED,      That  this  Commission  hereby  approves, 
in  accordance  with  Resolution  No.  77-0184,  adopted 
April  12,  1977,  payment  of  claims  in  the  amount  of 
$259,891.79,  made  by  the  Municipal  Railway,  month  of 
February,  1988,  per  Revolving  Fund  Direct  Payment  Nos.: 
CL0145,  CL0151,  CL0152,  CL0156,  CL0158  and  Direct  Payment 
Nos.  CL0146,  CL0147,  CL0148,  CL0149,  CL0150,  CL0154  and 
CL0155. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing ^re^^^^^r^as  '^Pf^'^^y  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of   


Secretary, 


tary.  Public  Utilities  Commis^on 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

cny  AND  COUNTY  of  fhani  is- 

88-00 S2 

RESOLUTION  Na  


WHEREAS,   Under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.   MR-990  the  installation  of 
crowd  control  barriers  at  three  Cable  Car  Terminals,  Powell  at  Market. 
Calfornia  at  Drumm  and  Hyde  at  Beach  inside  Victoria  Park  is  to  be 
performed;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  for  this  work  in  Fund  Group 
31-720-601732-189-06,  FMS  Account  No.   920641  now,   therefore  be  it 
RESOLVED.   That  this  Commission  approves  the  plans  and  specif  i cat  ions  as 
prepared  and  recommended  by  staff .   and  hereby  authorizes  Bid  Call  as 
follows : 


Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-990  Cable  Car  System  -  Crowd 
Control  at  Terminals 
and  be  it  further 


RESOLVED,  That  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Chapter  31,  Sections 
31.17  and  31.22(a)   of   the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,    this  project 
qualifies  for  categorical  exemption  from  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  under  the  provisions  of  paragraphs  1-D  and  2B. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adoptrd  hv  the  Public  UHlities  Commission 

.     ,  MARCH     22  1988  

at  Its  meeting  of   


Secretarv.  Pufiltr  U  fill  ties  Comm^ioi 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0083 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  Under  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD1990  an  800  ft.  long 
section  of  48  inch  diameter  pipeline  is  to  be  installed  in  San  Mateo 
County;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Department  of  City  Planning  has  determined  that  this 
project  is  categorically  exempt  from  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  under  Class  1(a)  and  (d),  as  set  forth  in  the  permanent  list 
of  categorical  exemptions  adopted  by  the  City  Planning  Commission  on 
August  28,  1980,  and  April  6,  1981;  now;  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED.  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby 
authorize  bid  call  for  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD1990  -  Crystal 
Springs  Pipeline  No.  1.  Replace  Section. 


/  kerebv  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,  MARCH  2M98a 

at  its  meeting  of  - — 


retary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


Secretary, 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OP  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0084 

RESOLUTION  No   


WHEREAS,  Under  Water  Department  Contract  No,  WD-1983  rehabilitation 
work  is  to  be  performed  at  the  Lower  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir's  Outlet 
Towers  and  Tunnels  in  San  Mateo  County;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Department  of  City  Planning  has  determined  that  this 
project  is  categorically  exempt  from  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  under  Classes  Kb)  and  (d).  as  set  forth  in  the  permanent 
list  of  categorical  exemptions  adopted  by  the  City  Planning  Commission 
on  August  28,  1980,  and  April  16,  1981;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby 
authorize  bid  call  for  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1983,  Lower 
Crystal  Springs  Reservoir,  Tower  and  Tunnel  Rehabilitation. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

^     ,  MARCH     22  198^^  

at  Its  meeting  of  _  — — - 


Secretary, 


9tary,  Public  Utilities  Commis^on 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CCTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FflANCtSCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  Under  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH-788,  repairing  and 
replacing  underground  control  centers  for  the  Market  Street  Path-of-Gold 
Lighting  System  and  doing  related  work  is  to  be  performed;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  Department  of  City  Planning  has  determined  this 
contract  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  and  State  Guidelines  under  Class  Kb);  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED.  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  Bid  Call  for 
Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH-788,  Market  Street  Control  Centers  -  Replace 
Lighting  Equipment. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

.    ,  >  MARCH    22  1988   

at  Us  meeting  of  _  L_  —   


etary.  Public  Utilities  Commissjpn 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commissjfin 

0685F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTT  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0086 

RESOLUTION  No  


WHEREAS,  Under  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  1959R, 
fifteen  (15)  deep  well  anode  cathodic  protection  stations  will  be 
installed  in  San  Mateo  and  San  Francisco  Counties;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bids  for  this  work  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on 
March  8,  1988;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  sole  bid  in  the  amount  of  $294,490.00  was  submitted 
by  American  Construction  &  Supply,  Inc.;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  to  American 
Construction  and  Supply.  Inc.,  3030  Bridgeway,  Suite  214,  Sausalito, 
California  94965-1492,  as  the  sole  responsive  bidder  for  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1959R,  Cathodic  Protection  -  Peninsula 
Division  Pipelines  in  the  amount  of  $294,490.00. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

MARCH    2Z 1988 

at  its  meeting  of  .  


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commidion 


0692F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CnV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0087 

RESOLUTION  No  


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1989,  Furnish  and  Install  Fiberglass 
Water  Tanks,  as  satisfactorily  completed;  approves  Credit  Contract 
Modification  No.  1  in  the  amount  of  $2,000.00  and  authorizes  final 
payment  in  the  amount  of  $38,780.00  to  the  Contractor,  United  Engineering 
Technology,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  

 >  MARCH    l-^  1988  ^  _  ^   

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


0690F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIf. 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  I  KANl  1-^ 

88-0088 

RESOLUTION  Na   _ 


RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-961.  Potrero  Shops  -  Modifications  to 
compressed  Air  System  which  is  funded  under  Fund  Group  31-001,  Index 
560037.  Account  No.   960641.   as  satisfactorily  completed;   and  authorizes 
final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $2,974.61  to  the  Contractor.  Bargen 
Industries,    Inc.,   1167  Saratoga-Sunnyvale  Road.   San  Jose.  Ca  95129. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

y  MARCH  ^^1988 

at  its  meeting  of  


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commissibn 


PUBLIC  UTILlllES  COMMISSION 

CftT  AND  COUNFY  OP  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0083 

RESOLUTION  No.  -  — 


WHEREAS,  Additional  funds  are  required  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract 
No.  HH-769,  Hetch  Hetchy  Fire  Protection  Systems;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1 
in  the  amount  of  $24,053.11,  which  increases  the  contract  amount  to 
$269,053.11  and  extends  the  contract  completion  time  by  sixty  (60) 
calendar  days. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

MARCH  1988   

at  its  meeting  of  _  ■  


•etary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


Secretary, 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

crrv  AND  COUNTY  of  san  francisco 

88-003O 

RESOLUTrON  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  currently  employs  Counsel 
for  temporary  and  expert  services  to  assist  the  Commission  on  behalf  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  in  reviewing  Congressional  bills  and  to  act 
as  co-counsel  with  the  City  Attorney's  Office  in  matters  before  federal 
departments  and  agencies  located  in  Washington,  D.C.;  and 

WHEREAS,  Subsequent  to  the  entering  into  of  Modification  No.  3  to  the 
Agreement,  Secretary  of  the  Interior  Donald  Hodel  made  certain  proposals  and 
budget  requests  regarding  the  demolition  of  0*Shaugnessy  Dam;  and 

WHEREAS,  Counsel  has  been  required  to  devote  significant  time  and 
effort  to  defending  the  City's  interests  in  regards  to  the  Secretary's 
proposal  and  request;  and 

WHEREAS,  Commission  desires  to  continue  to  employ  Counsel  to  provide 
such  services  as  are  necessary  to  defend  the  City's  interests  in  this  matter; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  authorizes  the  General 
Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to  modify  its  contract  with  William  B.  Bonvillian, 
Esquire,  in  the  amount  of  $50,000  with  funds  available  in  the  1987-88  budget 
from  the  Hetch  Hetchy/Water  Department  Resources  Management  Program  and  to 
extend  the  term  of  the  Agreement  for  one  year. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,.,  ,  MARCH     22  1988 

at  Its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

crry  and  county  of  san  FanNcisco 

88-0091 

RESOLUTtON  No.  


WHEREAS,  Commission  currently  employs  Counsel  for  temporary  and 
expert  services  to  assist  Commission  and  the  City  Attorney's  Office  in 
preparing  support  for  and  reviewing  the  City's  water  rights,  uses  and 
commitments,  and  other  legal  rights  and  responsibilities,  as  they  may  be 
affected  by  the  hearings  currently  being  held  by  the  State  Water  Resources 
Control  Board  on  San  Francisco  Bay/San  Joaquin  Delta  water  quality  (the 
"Hearings"),  in  preparing  testimony  for  and  assisting  with  the  City's 
participation  in  said  Hearings  and  in  preparing  opposition  to  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  Hodel*s  proposal  to  demolish  O'Shaugnessy  Dam;  and 

WHEREAS,  Subsequent  to  the  execution  of  the  Agreement  and 
Modification  No.  1  to  the  Agreement  between  Commission  and  Counsel  it  has 
become  apparent  that  the  Commission's  participation  in  the  Hearings  required 
and  continues  to  require  substantially  more  technical  and  legal  research  and 
preparation  than  originally  anticipated  and  has  required  Counsel  to  spend  more 
time  and  effort  than  originally  contemplated  by  the  Agreement  in  order  to 
insure  appropriate  testimony  and  the  protection  of  the  City's  interests;  and 

WHEREAS,  Commission  desires  to  have  Counsel  continue  to  assist  in 
preparing  for  the  upcoming  phases  of  the  Hearings  and  in  developing  legal 
arguments  in  opposition  to  Hodel's  proposals;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  is  hereby 
authorized  to  execute  Modification  No.  2  to  the  Agreement  between  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and 
Brian  E.  Gray,  Attorney  at  Law,  increasing  the  contract  amount  by  $80,000, 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

MARCH     '^^  lS88 

at  its  meeting  of  


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commismon 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

cm'  UNO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0032 

RESOLUTION  No  


VfHEREAS,   the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  (MTC) ,  (the 
region's  planning  agency  composed  of  representatives  from  the  nine  Bay  Area 
counties,  two  of  which  are  from  San  Francisco,)  has  been  examining  the 
institutional  roles  of  transportation  decision-making  bodies  in  the  Bay  Area 
through  in-house  and  consultant  studies;  and, 

WHEREAS,  MTC's  "Report  to  the  Legislature  on  Potential  Institutional 
Changes  to  Improve  Transit  Coordination  and  Service  Delivery  in  the  San 
Francisco  Bay  Area"  was  the  subject  of  a  legislative  hearing  in  December  1987; 
and, 

WHEREAS,  Assemblyman  Cortese,  who  chaired  the  above  hearing,  has 
introduced  a  bill,  AB  3972,  incorporating  five  specific  items  addressed  in  the 
MTC  report,  and  a  hearing  has  been  scheduled  before  the  Assembly 
Transportation  Committee  on  April  13;  and 

WHEREAS,  such  legislation  would  increase  MTC's  authority  in  several 
areas,  most  notably  in  developing  service  and  fare  policy  decisions;  now 
therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  objects  to  provisions 
in  AB  3972,  or  in  any  other  legislation,  that  would  empower  the  MTC  to  make 
service  and  fare  decisions  that  in  San  Francisco  are  currently  under  the 
purview  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  the  Mayor,  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors;  and  be  it  also 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  authorizes  PUC  staff  to  testify  against 
AB  3972  at  the  public  hearing  in  April,  and  also  requests  the  Mayor  to 
instruct  the  City's  lobbist  in  Sacramento  to  represent  the  Commission's 
position  in  this  matter;  and  be  it  also 

RESOLVED,  that  the  commission  encourages  the  MTC  to  revisit  its 
consultants'  recommendation  to  divide  the  Bay  Area  into  four  or  five  transit 
markets  or  corridors,  and  develop  solutions  to  fit  the  unique  circumstances 
and  needs  in  a  given  corridor. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  ''^•^*''"^^pQ^*  ^"'^''c  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of  _  

1031b 


Secretary, 


Utilities  Commi^ion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  TRANCISCO 

88-0033 

RESOLUTION  Na   


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  has  nine  (9)  facilities 
located  throughout  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  Some  of  these  facilities  are  24  hours  a  day  operations,  and 
are  located  within  residential  parking  permit  areas;  and 

WHEREAS,  These  Railway  facilities  located  within  residential  parking 
permit  areas  do  not  have  sufficient  off-street  parking  spaces  available  for 
the  use  of  Railway  employees  assigned  to  work  at  those  facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  Railway  employees  assigned  to  work  at  these  facilities  must 
leave  their  work  stations  on  a  regular  basis  to  move  their  motor  vehicles  In 
order  to  avoid  receiving  parking  citations;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  request  approval  of  an 
amendment  of  Article  15,  Part  II.  Chapter  XI  (Traffic  Code)  of  the  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Code,  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors;  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  approval  of  this  Amendment  would  authorize  the  Tax 
Collector,  at  the  request  of  the  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission, 
to  issue  not  more  than  ten  (10)  transferable  parking  permits,  per  Railway 
facility,  for  the  use  of  employees  assigned  to  work  at  that  facility. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolurion  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

MARCH  1988   


at  its  meeting  of 


etary,  Public  Utilities  Commi^on 


Secretary, 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMIVIlSStON 

CITV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


88-0094 


VvHEREAS,  The  Coinmission  has  authority  unaer  Section  6.305  of  the 
City  Charter  to  transfer  up  to  10  percent  of  funds  appropriated  for  specific 
purposes  (other  than  personal  services)  for  another  use  within  the  department; 
ana 

WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  has  identified  a  need  for  additional 
funos  in  the  following  categories:  1)  $300,000  for  diesel  fuel  (Object  130); 
ana,  2)  $400,000  for  non-fuel  materials  and  supplies  (Object  130);  ana, 

WHEREAS,  The  Department  has  also  identified  surplus  funds  from 
services  of  the  Purchaser  ($350,000)  and  Services  of  the  PUC  ($350,000);  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Boara  of  Supervisors  has  reserved  the  surplus  funds 
iaentifiea  above,  subject  to  release  by  the  Finance  Committee;  now  THEREFORE 
be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  approves  a  transfer  of  surplus  funas 
from  the  Services  of  the  Purchaser  and  Services  of  the  PUC  to  the  two 
categories  of  neea  iaentifiea  above,  ana  be  it  also 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  requests  the  Finance  Committee  to 
release  the  reserve  on  the  surplus  funds. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

>  MARCH  2;i1988 

at  its  meeting  of .   — 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commis^on 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  f=HANCISCO 

S8-0095 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS ,   This  Commission  by  its  Resolution  No.    86-0332  approved  the 
execution  of  an  Agreement  between  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  and  San 
Francisco  State  University  to  provide  certain  technical  services  in  an 
industry/government  setting  for  student  learning  and  faculty  teaching 
relative  to  various  engineering  projects  involving  the  Cable  Car  Cable 
Machinery  System;  and 

WHEREAS.    It  has  become  apparent  that  the  benefits  to  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Railway  derived  from  this  program  warrant  its  continuance;  and 
WHEREAS,    It  is  necessary  to  modify  the  Agreement  in  the  amount  of 
$60. 000 .00  to  provide  for  the  cont i nuance  of  current  projects  and  the 
implementation  of  additional  identified  projects  to  address  problems  in 
the  Cable  Car  Cable  Machinery  System;  and 

WHEREAS*   Additional  funds  for  this  modification  are  available  in  Fund 
31-001-560037-225-01.   FMS  Account  No.    961259;    now.    therefore  be  it 
RESOLVED.  That  this  Commission  authorizes  a  twelve^month  extension  of 
time  to  the  aforementioned  Agreement;  and  be  it  further 
RESOLVED.   That  this  Commission  appoves  a  revision  of   the  overhead  and 
benefit  rates  to  comply  with  current  San  Francisco  State  University 
requirements;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  a  debit  modification  in 
the  amount  of  $60,000.00  to  provide  funds  for  the  work  identified  in 
Contract  Modification  No.  I. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at      mee,n,  of  MARCH       22  1988   _ 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commis^on 


PUBLfC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTr  ANO  county  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0096 

RESOLUTION  No 


WHEREAS   the  contract   between  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
and  Gannett  Transit  Shelter  Company  requires  Gannett  to 
reimburse  the  PUC  for  City  administrative  costs  related  to 
construction  of  transit  shelters;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  maximum  annual  reimbursement  under  the  contract  i 
$150,000  which  Gannett  has  deposited  in  an  escrow  account  with 
the  City;  and 

WHEREAS ,  the  PUC  and  Board  of  Supervisors  must  specifically 
authorize  City  expenditures  eligible  for   reimbursement;  and 

WHEREAS,    the  Muni   transit  shelter   program  manager  has  prepared 
an  administrative  spending  plan  for   fiscal  year   1987/88  as 
detailed   in  Attachment  A  (Transit  Shelter  Program  Budget  FY 
1987/88);  and 

WHEREAS,    the  expenditure  plan  includes  the  anticipated 
administrative  costs  for  all  City  departments;   now.  therefore 
be  it 

RESOLVED,    that   the  Public  Utilities  Commission  authorizes  the 
expenditure  of  $92,965  as  detailed   in  Attachment  A  for 
ad ministration  of   the  Trans  it  She  Iter  Program  in  1987/88. 


i 


/  hereh . 
at  its  nu'elint{  o/ 


hill  the  foregoing  resolution  urns  (t(ioj)tt-<i  hy  rfu-  Public  Utilirii's  Commission 

MARCH     22  1988 


Si'crt'ftirw  i'iihh~l  nil  fir-"  I  o/nntiwJT).'! 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0097 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  designates 
Tuesday,  April  19,  1988  at  5:30  p.m.  In  Room  282,  City  Hall, 
San  Francisco  as  the  date,  time  and  place  for  a  public  hearing 
by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  for  considering  proposals 
for  rate  Increases  and  additional  charges  for  water  service  and 
water  supplied  by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  to  retail 
customers;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  designates 
Tuesday,  April  19,  1988  at  5:30  p.m.  In  Room  282,  City  Hall, 
San  Francisco  as  the  date,  time  and  place  for  a  public  hearing 
by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  for  considering  proposals 
for  rate  structure  adjustments  for  water  service  and  water 
supplied  by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  to  wholesale 
customers;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  revenue  requirements  and  an  analysis 
of  the  rate  increases,  rate  structure  adjustments  and 
additional  charges  be  made  available  for  public  inspection  and 
review  beginning  Monday,  April  11,  1988  in  Room  287,  City  Hall, 
San  Francisco, 


/  kerebv  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

i  MARCH     2^  1989 

at  its  meeting  of  


Secretary, 


etaiy.  Public  Utilities  d 


.  >  >i^-  M    o  .       J  iL^S  COMMISSION 


CtTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  PnANCISCO 


88-0098 


RESOLUTION  Na 


WHEREAS,  This  Commission  by  Its  Resolution  No.  86-0494  adopted 
December  9,  1986  authorized  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  to  request 
proposals  from  consultants  to  provide  engineering  services  for  the 
design  and  of  a  cathodic  protection  system  for  Crystal  Springs  Pipeline 
No.  2  (from  Baden  pump  station  to  University  Mound  Reservoir  and  from 
Millbrae  to  Baden);  and 

WHEREAS ,  After  thorough  evaluation  of  all  proposal s  and  oral 
interviews ,  the  Selection  Committee  recommended  the  employment  of 
Corrosion  Engineering  Research  Company  to  provide  the  requi  red 
professional  services;  now,  be  it  therefore 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  Manager  of  the 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  to  negotiate  and  execute  a  professional 
services  agreement  with  Corrosion  Engineering  Research  Company  for  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $170,000  for  the  design  of  a  cathodic  protection 
system  for  Crystal  Springs  Pipeline  No.  2,  Sections  3  and  4. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  MARCH  22.  1988  


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0033 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  On  December  8,   1986,   SFPUC  staff  made  an  Initial 
Determination  of  the  Transit  Impact  Development  Fee  for  328-332  Pitch 
Street,   for  the  amount  of  $8,109.00,   in  reference  to  the  conversion  of  a 
3-story  building  from  a  bathhouse  to  mixed-use  with  office  space  being 
developed  on  the  third  floor;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  30.   1986,   the  building  owner  (Mr.  Larry  Mathews) 
filed  an  appeal  of  said  determination,  contending  that  his  project  will 
decrease  peak-hour  occupancy  of  the  building,  resulting  in  decreased  use  of 
the  Transit  System;  and 

WHEREAS,  At  its  regular  meetings  of  February  24,   1987,  July  28  1987 
and  January  12,  1988,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  discussed  said'appeal 
and  instructed  staff  to  review  any  materials  submitted  by  the  building 
owner  as  substantiation  for  his  claim;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff,  having  examined  all  information  submitted  by 
building  owner,  find  no  basis  for  said  appeal  based  on  language  contained 
in  the  Administrative  Code  or  TIDF  Regulations;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  have  reviewed  approved  or  submitted  floor  plans 
and  conducted  on-site  surveys  which  indicate  that  the  intention  of  the 
building  owners  is  to  convert  the  second  and  third  floors  of  the  building 
to  office  use;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  reviewed  and  discussed 
the  submissions  and  issues  in  said  appeal;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Appeal  of  328-332  Ritch  Street  be  hereby  denied  on 
the  grounds  that  the  contentions  have  not  been  supported  by  any  available 
data;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  a  net   increase  of  3,172.71  sq.ft.   of  office 
use,  with  a  Transit  Impact  Development  Fee  of  $15,863.56  is  adopted  as  the 
Final  Determination  for  the  project  resulting  from  permit  applications 
//8613282,  8703910,  and  8716897  applicable  to  328-332  Ritch  Street;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  reserves  the 
right  to  re  evaluate  and  revise  this  determination  if  It  is  found  that  the 
ground  floor  of  the  building  is  actually  built-out  as  office  use,  rather 
than  the  currently  proposed  retail  sales  use. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution^a^^optec^t^  f^§^"'*''' 
at  its  meeting  of  


c  Utilities  Commission 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COIVlMli.i>lotM 

any  and  county  of  san  fhancisco 

88-0100 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  adjacent  property  owners  located  in 
Colma,  California,  want  to  acquire  an  easement  to  retain 
portions  of  their  property  improvements  which  encroaches 
upon  San  Francisco  Water  Department's  San  Mateo  County 
Land,  being  Parcel  16.  San  Andreas  Pipeline  No.  3  Right-of- 
Way  according  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department  records 
and  as  shown  on  Drawing  B-4468;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  adjacent  property  owners  con- 
structed a  retaining  wall  in  1986  which  encroaches  upon 
City's  land  and  has  accepted  City's  offer  to  sell  an  easement 
to  allow  said  encroachment  to  remain  in  order  to  avoid  a 
difficult  and  costly  reconstruction  of  the  said  retaining 
wall;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  Water  Department  has  determined 
the  presence  of  said  encroachment  does  not  now  materially 
affect  City's  use  of  its  land  for  pipeline  purposes  and  pro- 
visions in  the  grant  of  easement  will  protect  City's  future 
use  of  its  land  from  any  liability  related  to  the  encroachment; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Director  of  Property  has  estimated 
the  fair  market  value  of  the  easement  at  $8,500;  and,  there- 
fore, be  it 

RESOLVED,  The  Commission  approve  the  sale  of 
easement  and  authorize  the  Director  of  Property  to  proceed 
with  the  necessary  legislation  for  the  enactment  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  approve  and  grant  the  sale. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
aU.,neeHn,of  LJARCH      22  1988  


PUBUC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

cm  AND  COOhfTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

SS-OlOl 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  On  January  12,  1988,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
adopted  Resolution  No.  88-0002,  which  appointed  Dean  W.  Coffey  as  Acting 
General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  and  requested  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  provide  funding  for  immediate  filling  of  the  position;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  became  available  on  February  23,  1988;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  makes  the  temporary 
appointment  of  Dean  W.  Coffey  as  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities; 
said  appointment  to  be  effective  as  of  February  23,  1988,  at  Step  3  of 
the  Salary  Standardization  Ordinance  is  hereby  requested. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

MARCH    22  7988 


at  its  meeting  of. 


Secretary, 


2tary,  Public  Utilities  Commisfion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

crrr  and  county  of  san  FFuvNcif^o 

88-0102 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  City  Attorney  has  recommended  that  the  litigation 
entitled  Jerry  Forrester  v  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Superior 
Court  No.  870-279,  be  settled  for  the  amount  of  |225,000.00|  and 

WHEREAS,      Such  settlement  is  in  the  best  interest  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,       That  this  Commission  approves  settlement  of  said  litigation 
in  the  amount  of  $225,000*00. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

us  meerin,  of  MA_RCH    22  1988  
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COMMISSIONER   TOUPIN:       Item   number  20: 

Approving   adjustments    in   the   payment  per 
ton  of  quarry  product    removed   f r om  all  premises  leased 
to  Mission  Valley  Rock   Company   from   the  present   $.50  per 
ton  to  $.56  per   ton,   during  the  next   five  year  period 
commencing  January  10,   1988  and  ending  January  9,  1993. 

This  matter   is  continued  from  the  meeting 
of  February  9,  1988. 

Ms.  Rohrer. 

MS ,   ROHRER :      Commissioners ,    I   think  this 
lease  may  become  as  famous  as  our  power  contracts. 

Let  me  try  to  respond  to  some  of  the 
questions  that  came  up  at  the  last  meeting,   and  some  of 
the  questions  that  were   raised  by  Mr.    Bley   in  his  letter 
which  you  received  copies  of. 

First  of  all,   the  lease  does  not  provide 
for  a  fair  market  rental  adjustment  at  this  time.  It 
provides   for  a   rental  adjustment   that   is   fair  and 
justifiable.     That 's  a  different   stand ard. 

And   I   think   that  when  we  did  our   survey,  we 
did   it  with  a  view  of  determining  what   royalties  were 
being  charged  to  the  competing  quarries   in  the  area  to 
determine  where  we  would  have  justification  for  raising 
the  Mission  Valley  rock  royalty. 

The  lease  also  —  the  sublease  for   the  204 
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acres,    that   were   turned   over    to  Mission  Valley   Rock  from 
Armenino   (phonetic)   also  requires  Mission  and   the  other 
30  acres   that   they  bid  on   in   1978,    also   requires  Mission 
Valley  Rock  to  maintain  competitive  prices  while 
allowing  for  a  fair  profit. 

Mission  Valley  Rock's   selling  price  is 
currently  the  top  of  the  compet  ing  quarries  in  the  area 
at  $5.30  a  ton.     Rhodes- Jamieson 's  aggregate  price  per 
ton  in  1987  was  $5.20.     Kaiser  Sand  and  Gravel's 
aggregate  price  per   ton  was  $4.80,   and  Lone  Star's 
aggregate  price  per  ton  was  $4.75. 

The  current  industry  standard,  from 
everything  that  we  learned,   was  to  take  a  percentage  of 
the   selling  price  as  a   royalty.      Clearly,   market  forces 
determine  what  a  quarry's  selling  price  will  be  and  so 
that   is  a  good   indication  of   the  market. 

All  of  our   information  which   is  contained 
in  the  original  calendar   i  tern ,    indicates   that  a 
selling         royalty  percentage  of  between  six  and  ten 
percent  is  the  indust  ry  standard .     The  royalty  that  we 
have  proposed  is  over  ten  percent  of  the  selling  price. 

Now,   Commissioner   Staten  had  asked   for  more 
information  on  the  original  bidding   that  occur  red  in 
1978.      The  1978  bids  were  on   the  30  acre  parcel  which  is 
immediately  adjacent  to  Mission  Valley  Rock's  fee-owned 
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quarry   property . 

At   that   time.   Mission  Valley  Rock  had  an 
opera t ing  quarry,    appa rently  out  of   reserves  and  the 
initial  bid  that  Mission  Valley  Rock  submitted  for  the 
30  acres  was  $.20  plus   the  donation   to  the  City  of  land 
for  a  reservoir  site.     The  DeSilva-Dumbar ton  bid  at  that 
time  for  the  first  bid  was  $.25  a  ton.     Those  bids  we  re 
thrown  out  by  the  commission  as  not  being  comparable  and 
the  lease  was  rebid. 

At  that  time,   the  Dumbarton  quarry  bid 
dropped  to  $.13  a  ton  and  Mission  Valley  Rock  raised 
their  bid  to  $.50  a  ton  based  on  their  projection  that 
they  would  begin  quarrying  on  that  site  in  1983. 

So  there  was  a  projection  that  they  would 
not   extract  material   until   1983  and   they  were  paying  a 
minimum  rental   until   then.      It  was  more  like  an  option 
than  a  lease  beginning  at  the  same  time  that  the  bid  was 
entered  into. 

Apparently,    our   information   indcates  that 
the  Dumbarton  quarry  was  happy  with  that   result,  because 
they  intended  to  use  the  $.50  a  ton  as  a  comparable 
since  the   federal  government  was   interested  at   that  time 
in  condemning  the  Dumbarton  quarry  for  a  wildlife  refuge 
that  did  not  take  place. 

In  198  5  was  when  the  larger  sublease  was 
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negotiated.      It   was   part   of   the   settlement   of   a  lawsuit 
that  Armenino  &   Sons   took  over   the  underlying   lease  from 
Iioret  ta  Wi nery ,  and  in  order  to  make  max  i mum  use  of  the 
prope rty  negotiated  a   sublease  with  commi ss i on  approval 
to  Mission  Valley  Rock   for   a  portion  of   that   proper  ty 
that  was  not  suitable  for  agriculture  because  of  water 
qual i ty  problems . 

At  that  time,  we  assessed  that  $.50  per  ton 
was  still  in  excess  of  the  market  of  other  royalties 
being  charged  to  other   less  --  quarry  lessees   in  the 
area,   so  we  retained  that  $.50  a  ton.     Also,  because 
there  was  a  review  set  for  this  current  year  which  was 
only   three  years  later. 

In  1988,    our   survey   indicates   that   $.50  is 
still  in  excess  of  what  most  other  quarries,    in  fact 
what  all  other  quarries,    in  the   immediate  compet  i  t  i ve 
area,   are  paying,   and  that  there  are  some  significant 
differences  between  the  one  lease  that  has  been 
presented  as  having  a  higher   royalty ,    the  Sire 
{ phonet  ic )   lease . 

Our   latest   information   indicates   that  the 
Sire  lease  —  the  material  on  the  Sire  lease  is  of 
significantly  better  quality  than  the  Mission  Valley 
Rock  gravel , 

It   is  bay  salt,   which   is   similar   in  quality 
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in   fact   to   the  competing  Apperson   Ridge  Quarry   owned  by 
Edward  DeSilva  and  Oliver   DeSilva   Incorporated ,   which  is 
also  bay  salt  and  which   is  apparently   the   largest  bay 
salt  quarry   in  the  South  San  Francisco  Bay   region.  And, 
obviously ,   Santa  Clara  is  a  different  area  than  the 
Plea san ton-Fremont -Newark  area . 

We  also  have  learned  that  the  Apperson  -- 
the  quarry  on  Apperson  Ridge  is  currently  paying  a 
royalty  of   $.30   to  $.35  a   ton  with  a  $.05  mitigation 
royalty  being  paid  to  East  Bay  Regional  Park.     So  even 
though  the  material  there  is  of  a  higher  quality  than 
the  Mission  Valley  Rock  material,   they  are  paying  a 
significantly  lower  royalty. 

Now ,    in  terms  of   hauling  costs,   which  was 
another  question   that  was   raised  at   the  previous 
meeting ,  we  have  learned  that  the  State  PUC  regulates 
hauling  costs  by  zone.      So,   depending  on  what         where  a 
quarry   is  located,    they  will  have  an  advantage, 
depending  on  where  their  market  is. 

The,  quarries  in  the  Pleasant on  area,  for 
example.   Kaiser  and  Rhodes-Jamieson ,   have  an  advantage 
when  selling  to  sites  in  Oakland  and  San  Francisco  of 
$.25  a  ton  and  $.35  a  ton   respectively  and  an  advantage 
of  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  a  ton  over  Mission  Valley  Rock 
when  selling  to  Livermore. 
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Mission  Valley   Rock,    Apperson   and  Santa 
Clara  are   in  the  same  zone,   and   they  have  together  an 
advantage  when  hauling  as   to  San  Jose  or   Fremont  of  $.70 
a  ton  over  the  Pleasant on  quarries. 

Mission  Valley  Rock 's  hauling  cost  compared 
to  Dumbarton  quarry  are  equal  when  traveling  to  San 
Jose,   but  when  traveling  to  Newa r k  or  San  Leand ro ,  the 
Dumbarton  quarry  has  an  advantage  of  a  dollar   fifty  a 
ton  in  hauling  costs. 

I   think  all   those  kinds  of   costs  get 
factored  in,   not  to  the  royalty,   but  to  the  selling 
price.      And  when  looking  at   royalty,    it   is  not 
appr opr iate  to  factor   in  the  hauling  cost  to  a 
significant  degree,   because  they've  generally  already 
been   factored   into  the  selling  price;    however,    that  is 
the  information . 

In  terms  of  quality  of   rock,   all  of  the 
quarries   in  the   immediately  competing  area  meet  state 
specif icat  ions ,  which  is  basically  what  purchasers  of 
concrete  material  are  looking  for. 

There  is  no  advantage  to  being  better  than 
specifications .     There  is  certainly  a  disadvantage  to 
not  meeting  the  specifications,   but  Mission  Valley  Rock 
and   its  competing  quarries  all  meet  state 
specifications . 
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8 

In    terms    of    washing    costs,    although   we  do 
not   bel ieve  those  are   relevant   to  any  determination  o£ 
royalty  because   those   really  are  management  and 
operational  questions  within  the  province  of  each 
quarry,   let  me  just  inform  you  that  Mission  Valley  Rock 
has  been  --  as  they  reach  deeper  depths  of  the  qua r r y 
operation,    is  finding  there  that  their  product  has 
significantly  higher  clay  content ,   and  they  are  going  to 
be  investing  over  a  million  dollars  for  washing 
equipment.     They  do  currently  wash  extensively  what  they 
have  got,   but  it  will  be  even  more  costly  in  the  future. 

We  still  believe   that   $.56  a   ton   is  a  fair 
and  justifiable  royalty .     In  fact,   we  still  believe  that 
it's  far   in  excess  of  the  market  in  the  area  and  that  we 
are         that  we  will  be  significantly  advantaged  by 
instituting  that  royalty  over  the  next  five  years, 
rather  than  any  other  kind  of  computation. 

When  determining  that,   as  we  explained  last 
time,  we  looked  at  the  construction  costs  index  as  a 
fair  standard  by  which  to  assess  an  increase.     We  think 
that  that  measure  is  still  a  fair  standard  to  use  when 
compared        when  you  also  look  at  the  fact  that  it 
results  in  a  royalty  that  is  far   in  excess  of  what  most 
other  quar  r  ies  are  paying. 

Thank  you. 
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COMMISSIONER   TOUPIN:      Mr.    Bley   —  Thank 
you   very  much .      Any  questions? 


COMMISSIONER  LEE:      Yes.      I  would   like  to 
ask  Deborah,   despite  the  variation  in  the  transportation 
cost  and  resulting  in  the  advantage  in  the  bidding 
process.  Mission  on  the  average  received  $5.30  for  all 
the  tons  no  matter  where  they  went? 

MS.   ROHRER:     That ' s  the  aggregate  selling 

pr  i  ce ,   r  ight . 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      Thank  you. 

COMMISSIONER  TOUPIN:     Any  other  questions? 
All  right,  Mr.  Bley. 

MR.   BLEY:     Thanks  very  much,  Mr.  Chairman 
and  members  of  the  Commission. 

I  had  presented  to  you ,  as  you  had 
requested,   some  written  questions  to  which  Ms.  Rohrer 
has  provided  some  answers. 

As   I  pointed  out   to  you   last   time,    it   is  my 
posi t ion  that  the  City  should  be  an  advocate  for  the 
Ci ty ,  and  should  determine  for  itself  by  independent 
investigation,  what  amount  of  royal t ies  would  best 
benefit  the  City   in  light  of  all   the  facts. 

I   have  heard  a  presentation  of  various 
facts  here.     I  have  not  heard  any  presentation  on  the 
basis  of  where  those  facts  were  obtained.     By  just 
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listening   to   them ,    i  t   wou Id  obv ious ly  appea r    to  me  a 
substantial   number   of    those   came   from  Mission,  because 
the   information  contained   in  the  presentation  dealt  with 
only  internal  information  only  Mission  could  have. 

I   think   that's  very  much  akin   to  asking  the 
convicted  man  when  he  would  like  to  be  hung. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  to  you  that  it 
was  my  position  that   the  City  should  again  --  should  be 
an  advocate .     The  City  should  retain  an  independent 
expert  who  would  advise  the  City  of  all  the  information 
that  was  necessary  to  have  a  true  and  meaningful  point 
to  arrive  at  what  the  City  should  return  --  receive  as  a 
return , 


Ms .   Rohr er  that  the  word  " royalty"   is  somehow  a  penal ty , 
and  that  we  certainty  should  not  be  asking  anything  that 
might  be  any  what  of  a  disadvantage  to  the  Mission  as 
opposed  to  what   is  to  an  advantage  to  the  City. 


be   taking  a  position-     This  is  what  we  must   know;  we 
will  make  our  determination  and  then  we  will  negotiate 
with  Mission, 


Mawhinney  and  Associates,  a  company  that  has  expertise 
in  the   field  of  evaluating  all   forms  of   realty,  and 


Somehow  I  get  the  impression  listening  to 


Now,   I  would  believe  that  the  City  should 


Along  that   lines,    1  myself   have  retained 
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especially   in  gravel   and   rock  quarries. 

Mr .   John  Mawhinney ,   who   is  here,  has 


apprai sed  over  40  gravel  and  sand  qua rries,   has  been 
retained  by  over  22  cities  and  municipalities  in  the 
State  of  California  and  has  prepared ,   and  I  ask  the 
commission  to  review,   and  I  have  one  for  each  of  the 
commissioners  and  one  for  the  staff  itself,   the  report 
and  credentials  of  Mr.  Mawhinney. 

I  would  ask  him  to  speak  very  quickly.  I 
would  just  point  out  to  you,   that  the   instructions  I 
gave  him  were  simply  to  act  as  if  he  had  been  hired  by 
the  City  to  advise  the  City  what   information  they  should 
have  to  be  able  to  negotiate  properly  with  an  individual 
or  company  who  desired  to  lease,   in  this  case,  actually 
buy . 

Let's  not   forget,   we 're   talking   in  terms  of 
whatever  we         is  taken  out  of  that  ground  we  can  never 
get  back.     This  is  not  like  renting  an  apartment .     We ' 11 
rent   it   for   $100,   but   next  year  we  can   raise   it   to  $200. 
The  gravel  is  gone.     Whatever   is  taken  out  and  I  think 
on  the  presentation  by  the  commission         by  the  staff, 
they  estimated  that,   I  think,   it's  approximately  a 
million  and  a  quarter  tons  per  year  and  in  a  five  year 
per iod ,  when  the  next  adjustment  comes  up ,  approximately 
six  million  tons   is  going. 
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And   if   we   have   lost   seventy   cents,  a 
dollar,   or  whatever   the  differential  of  what   the  actual 
wor t h   is  between  a  dollar   --  between  $.56,   you 're  losing 
as  much  as  perhaps  a  million  dollars  a  year. 

Mr.   Mawhinney,    in  his  appraisal,    and  I 
poi nt  out  to  you  this  is  not  meant  nor   is  it  presented 
for  you  to  accept  his  figure  because  that's  not  our  job. 

What  we  are  asking  for,   and  I  think  you 
will  agree  when  you  listen  to  his  testimony,    is  simply 
that  there  is  insufficient   i nf orma t ion ,  insufficient 
research  to  allow  this  commission  to  accept  $ . 56  as  the 
appropriate  figure.      It's  a  very  complex  situation. 

We  are  dealing  with  market  competitive 
forces ,  and  to  simply  say,   "Well,   the  others  ones  around 
there  are   lower  and,    therefore,    this   is   fine,"  that's 
not  an  appropriate  standard.     And  the  information  that  I 
see  as  presented  to  you  is  fragmentary,  and  I  see  no 
basis  for  it . 

At  least  in  presenting  you  with  a  formal 
appraisal,  we  are  talking  about  a  commodity  that  over 
the  next  five  years  could  mean  as  much  as  five  or  six 
million  dollars  more  to  the  City.  Over  the  remaining 
period  of  time  the  estimate  was  thirty-seven  million 
tons  were  there,  and  if  you  use  again  the  differential 
of  $.70  more,  which  I  believe  is  in  the  range  that  Mr, 
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Mawhinney   believes    is   possible   although   he   said    it  would 
require  an   individual   study  to   find  out  whether   that  is 
appropr  iate ,   we  are   talking  about   $26  million  the  City 
may  get  over   the  remainder  of  this  lease. 

Now ,   aga in ,    I'm  simply  ask ing  you  to  take 
the  time  to  have  the  City  independently  put   itself  the 
position  as  any  seller,   any  lessor  would  do.    I  want  to 
know  as  a  lessor  what  can  I  get  out  there.     To  sit  down 
with  Mission  who  has  a  vested  interest,   and  why 
shouldn't  they.     They're  there.     They  have  a  contract. 

The  contract  says  what   is  going  to  be  fair 
and  equitable,   fair  and  equitable  goes  to  both  sides,  I 
have  heard  almost  no  negot iat ions .     At  the  end  of  five 
years  from  now  we'll  be  almost  ten  years  --  fifteen 
years  down  the  line  and  they're  $.06  above  what  their 
price  was. 

I  would  like  to  call  Mr.  Mawhinney  to  give 
you  a  quick   synopsis  of  his   report  and   then  any 
questions  you  may  have  of  me  or  him,  we  would  be  happy 
to  answer .     Mr .  Mawhinney ,   come  forward . 

MR.   MAWHINNEY:     Mr.   President,  and 
Commission  Members . 

The  scope  of  my  assessment  was  to  review 
and  critique  the  city  report   to  this  body  submitted  in 
January,  and  to  make  a  preliminary  investigation  into 
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the   subject   sand  and  gravel   operat  ion ,    and   to  make 
recommenda t ions  as   if   I  were  advising  a  client,   who  was 
about  to  enter  into  negotiations  on  re-establishing  a 
rent  at   the  norma 1   five  year  pe r iod . 

The  scope  of  the  preliminary  investigation, 
even  though  the  time  was  very  limited,    included  viewing 
the  subject  site  and  the  nearest  competitive  sites  by 
helicopter • 

I  read  the  leases  involving  the  subject 
property  and  the  file  cover ing  the  property  for   the  past 
ten  years  dealing  with  various  public  agencies, 
approvals,   and  determinations  in  connection  with  this 
property ,   as  a  sand  and  gravel  operation . 

I  reviewed  the  California  Division  of  Mine 
special  report  number  146,  Volumes  1  and  2  and  Special 
Bulletin  93,  which  have  a  bearing  on  sand  and  gravel 
operat  ions . 

I  reviewed  the  PUC  haul  cost  tables . 

I  received  documents  from  --  reclamation 
plans   from  the  subject  site,   as  well  as   the  Kaiser  plant 
site  in  Pleasanton.     I  reviewed  the  staff  report 
concerning  this  property,  which  was  submitted  in 
January;   and  i nter vi ewed  various   industry  people 
regarding  sand  and  gravel  processing  costs  and  marketing 
inf ormat  ion . 
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The   findings   that   --  at    least  the 
preliminary  findings  that   I   came  to,   are  these: 

The  preliminary   investigation   indicates  a 
significant  advantage,    in  my  opinion,    to  the  subject 
property  in  regard  to  transportation  and  processing 
costs  over   its  competitors,   and  those  advantages  range 
from  a  dollar   to  a  dollar  eighty  cents  a  square  foot 
per  ton,   I  should  say. 

And  I'm  talking  now  about   the  primary 
market  of  the  subject  property,   which  is  the  San  Jose 
market.     It  isn't  Oakland  or  Li vermore,   but  the  ten  to 
twelve  million  ton  market  that  San  Jose  provides 
annually . 

The  big  three  in  Pleasanton,   for  instance, 
supply  fifty  to  sixty  percent  of  the  aggregate  that  is 
used  in  the  San  Jose  market.     That 's  five  to  six  million 
tons  a  year.     It's  a  large  market  and  it's  growing. 
It's  capable  of  absorbing  all  of   the  million  and  a 
quarter  tons  a  year  that  the  Sunol  plant,   the  Mission 
Valley  Rock  plant,   can  produce. 

Because  a  comparison  of  unadjusted  royalty 
rates  by  the  City  staff  fails  to  account  for  these 
for  these  kinds  of  cost  differences  and  because  the 
staff  relies  heavily  on  royalty  rates  as  a  basis  for 
establishing  those  --  establishing  this  new  rent  for  the 
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subject   property,    I   would   recommend   that    the  following 
full   scale  appraisal    investigation  be  made  for  the 
purpose  of  making   realistic  adjustments   to  the  royalty 
comparisons  which  they  employ. 

And  that  includes  a  number  of  items . 
First  of  all,    I   think   the  primary  market 
has  to  be  ident  if  ied .     And ,    included  in  that  would  be 
the  size  of  the  populat ion ,   the  growth  rate  and  growth 
pattern ,   the  highway  and  freeway  network  which  serves 
that  primary  market,   the  tonnage  of  rock  and  gravel  sold 
annually  in  that  market,   the  tonnage  of  permitted 
reserves  in  that  market  area,   and  the  identification  and 
location  of  competitors. 

Secondly,   a  review  of  the  PUC  haul  rates. 
In  regard  to  that  primary  market,    I  think  are  important 
especially  when  compa rabling   royalty   rates  paid  by 
principal  competitors   that  are  at  a  disadvantage   in  haul 
costs . 

Third,  I  think  a  determination  should  be 
made  of  production  costs  between  the  subject  property 
and  any  royalty  comparisons  that  are  being  made. 

And  that   includes  a  number  of  things,  the 
percentage  of  wastes,    for  instance ,   in  the  depos  i  t .  It 
varies  from  one  site  to  another ,   and  the  subject 
property  has  a  very  low  waste  factor,   approximately  five 
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pe  rcent . 

The   amount   of   overburden  per   cubic   yard  or 
ton  of  material         that  is  ton  of  aggregate  material 
that's  pulled  out.      In  some  cases   there's  an 
extraordinary  amount  of  overburden,   and  it  is  a  very 
costly  process  to  remove  that  overburden ,   and  it  raises 
the  cost  of  production, 

Thi rd ,  dewater ing  costs .      It  will  vary  from 
one  parcel  to  another. 

Fourth,    the  capital  investment  and  the 
amortization  cost  of  that  capital  investment  will  vary 
depending  upon  the  size  of  the  aggregate,   the  amount  of 
rock  crushing  that  has  to  be  done  in  one  location  versus 
another . 

Even  the  age  of  the  rock  plant  and  its 
level  of  functional  obsolescence  has  an  influence  on 
what  the  royalty  is  in  a  renewal  of  rents. 

The  trans portation  costs  per  ton  of 
materials  is  the  fifth  item,  and  finally  reclamation 
costs  in  each  of  these         these  various  pits   is  going  to 
be  different  and  going  to  have  a  different  impact  on  the 
price  of  production  or  the  cost  of  production. 

The  cost  of  production  is  important  in 
determining  the  amount  of  money  that   the  operator  can 
afford  to  pay  in  the  way  of  royalties,   because  it  all 
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has   to  come  out   of   the   same   end  price. 

If  Mission  Rock   is  charging   $5.30  a  ton 
f.o.b.,    then  the  relative  pos i tion  of   that  company 
versus  any  other  competitor   is  a  function  of  the 
difference  between  the  production  costs  and  the 
transportation  costs,   on  the  one  hand,   and  the  price  we 
can  get  on  the  other. 

In  the  case  of  a  Pleasanton  site  that's 
producing  rock  and  gravel  and  selling  in  the  San  Jose 
area,   there  is  an  $.86  differential   in  haul  costs. 

That  means  that  Mission  Valley  in  every 
instance  has  an  $.86  advantage.     It  costs  them  they 
can  --  they  will  realize  an  excess  of  profit  that 
reflects  that  advantage  in  tonnage  —  in  haul  cost 
rather,   or  whatever  else  may  be  an  advantage  in  terms  of 
processing  cost. 

This  particular   site,    for   instance,  has 
very  little  overburden  and  has  a  distinct  advantage  over 
competitor s  at  Kaiser  in  Pleasanton  to  the  extent  of 
perhaps  forty  or  forty  five  cents  a  ton. 

With  this  kind  of  inf ormat ion  in  hand  then , 
it  would  be  possible  for  the  land  owner  to  intelligently 
compare  the  subject's  royalty  to  other  royalty 
arrangements,   estimate  how  much  the  operator   can  afford 
to  pay  in  the  way  of  royalties,   and  determine  a  fair  and 
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justifiable   royalty . 

Any  determination  of   royalty   rates   for  a 
sand  and  gravel  property  should  be  based  on  two 
premises . 

One,   that  the  sand  and  gravel  operators 
have  full  knowledge  of  production  costs,  transportation 
costs ,   and  profit  margins,   while  land  owners  typically 
do  not. 

And  secondly ,   a  sand  and  gravel  deposi  t  is 
a  non- renewable  fixed  resource  and  has  a  finite  life 
once  the  abstraction  process  begins. 

The  permitted  reserves  in  the  South  Bay 
Area  are  capable  of  meeting  only  37  percent  of  the 
estimated  demand  over  the  next  50  years  and,   at  present 
rates  of  extraction,   will  be  used  up  by  the  year  1999. 
In  other  words,   the  demand  is  increasing  and  supply  is 
diminishing • 

The  royalty  market  data  and  the  material 
submitted  by  the  staff   is  deficient  for  purposes  of 
comparison  because  of  a  number  of  omissions. 

The  term  of  the  leases  is  not  disclosed. 
Whether  or  not  there  are  minimum  rents  is  not  disclosed. 
Whether  or  not  there  are  minimum  extraction  requirements 
is  not  known. 

What  is  required  in  the  way  of 
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rehabilitation  or    reclamat  ion  at   the  conclusion   of  the 
lease?     What  are  the  current   rates  of   extraction?  What 
are  the  number  of  tons  extracted  and  the  number  of  tons 
remaining   in  these  competitive  sites? 

Furthermore,   the  staff  failed  to  make  any 
adjustments  in  the  data  to  reflect  differences  in 
transportation  costs ,   waste  factors ,  overburden ,  or 
production  costs. 

It's  my  conclusion  that   the  staff  report  is 
inadequate  as  a  basis  for  final  approval  of  a  royalty 
rate  at  $ . 56  a  ton . 

The  preliminary  invest i gat ion  indicates  a 
cost  advantage  to  the  subject  property  on  an  average  of 
a  dollar  forty  cents  a  ton  in  this  pr imary  market  of  San 
Jose . 

Since  the  cost  advantages  arise  from 
attributes  of  the  property ,   rather  than  anything  brought 
to  the  site  by  the  operator,    it  appears  only  fair   to  me 
that  the  City  as  landlord  receive  at  least  one-half  of 
the  excess  profits  which  this  site  enjoys  by  virtue  of 
it's  favorable  location  and  low  cost  of  operation. 

It's  my  recommendation  to  the  City  of  San 
Francisco  that  before  coming  to  go  a  final  conclusion  in 
this  matter,   a   full  scale  appraisal  by  an  experienced 
real  estate  appraiser  be  undertaken  to  confirm  or  deny 
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these  preliminary   indications,    and   to  provide   a  sound 
basis   for   the   royal   rate  adjustment. 
Thank  you. 

COMMISSIONER  TOUPIN:      Thank   you,  Mr. 

Mawhinney . 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:     Can  we  ask  you  some 
questions ,  please? 

MR.   MAWHINNEY:  Yes. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE :  Given  your  experience  in 
this  type  of  wor k ,  would  you  care  to  guess,  or  maybe  you 
know,  what  percentage  of  the  business  of  Mission  Rock  is 
going  to  the  San  Jose  area? 

MR.   MAWHINNEY:     Well,    I  don't   know.  I 
can't  guess,   but  I  would  -  I  would  suggest  that  you 
would  be  economically  advantageous  to  put  most  of  it  — 
most  of  it  into  the  San  Jose  primary  market. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      The  market  would 
determine  that  --  where  it  would  go  probably? 

MR.   MAWHINNEY :      Yes . 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:     Certainly  your  guess 
would  be  most  of  it  would  go  to  San  Jose? 

MR.    MAQHINNEY:  Yes. 

COMMISSIONER  TOUPIN:     And  San  Jose  you  I 
think  had  said  had  a  twelve  million  —  was  a  twelve 
million  ton  market. 
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MR.  MAWHINNEY:  If s  ten  to  twelve  million. 
COMMISSIONER  TOUPIN:      Ten   to  twelve 

million . 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      Per  year? 
COMMISSIONER  TOUPIN:      Per  year. 
MR.   MAWHINNEY:      Per  year. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      If  we  were  to  do  such  a 
study ,   what  would  be  your  estimated  cost  of  such  a 
study ,   and  how  long  would  it  take? 

MR.   MAWHINNEY:      Well,    I   wouldn't  recommend 
that  you  hire  me.   I  think  you  ought  to 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:     I  understand.  What 
would  be  your  estimate  on  this? 

MR.  MAWHINNEY:     I'd  say  a  full-fledged 
appraisal,   trying  to  establish  the  fair   rental  value,  an 
appropriate  or   royalty  rate  would  probably  run  twelve  to 
fifteen  thousand  dollars. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:     Then  how  long  would  it 

take? 

MR.   MAWHINNEY:      Depending  upon  how  busy  the 
appraiser  is,   thirty  to  ninety  days. 

COMMISSIONER  TOUPIN:     Any  other  questions? 

MR.  BUELL:  Well,  I  don't  know  if  this  is 
a  quest  ion ,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  you  r  comment  s  were 
that  we're  $.45  a  ton  advantage  over  the  competitors  as 
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a   result  of   this  lease? 

MR.    MAWHINNEY:      Well,    let  me   be  more 
concrete .     The  Kaiser  Pleasant on  lease  was  used  as 
comparison  was  $.35  a  ton.     First  of  all,  as  far  as  the 
San  Jose  market  is  concerned ,    there  is  t  ranspor  tat  ion 
advantage  of  the  subject  property  of  $.85. 

My  preliminary  calculations  are  that  — 
that  the  overburden  cost  adds  to  the  production  cost  at 
the  Pleasanton  site  of  about  $.40,  maybe  $.45  a  ton. 

C0MMISSI0^3ER  LEE:     And  so  it  would  be  $.45 

cents  a  ton. 

MR.   MAWHINNEY:      Yes.     And   in  addition  to 
that,   there's  another  $.15  a  ton  difference  in  waste 
because  there's  about  twice  as  much  waste  per  ton  of 
material  at  the  Pleasanton  plant  as  there  is  at  the 
Mission  Valley  plant. 

COMMISSIONER  BUELL:      The  net  advantage 

would  be  much  higher ? 

MR.   MAWHINNEY:     Yes,   well,    $.85  and  $.15  is 
$1-00,   plus  $.40   is  $1.40.     Half  of   that   is  $.70. 

I  guess  I'm  saying  that  these  preliminary 
indications  would  suggest  that  some  part  of  that  excess 
profit  advantage,   that  the  operator  of  this  location 
enjoys  should  be  passed  on  to  the  landlord,    in  view  of 
the  fact  that  those  attributes  are  a  function  of  the 
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land  and   its   location  and   the   nature   of   the  depos  i  t , 
rather   than  any  special   thing   that   the  -- 

COMMISSIONER  BUELL :      Yes,    but  what  I'm 
trying  to  get  a  sense  of   is  if  your  numbers  are  correct, 
it  sounds  to  me  like  we  are  giving  a  12  to  15  percent 
advantage  over  the  competition,    roughly,   if  I  follow 
your  numbers  and  look  at  what  the  prevailing  rates  are. 

And  I'm  trying  to  figure  out  what  that 
what  loss  that  might   represent  if  your  numbers  are 
correct,   in  terms  of   the  lease  we  have  on  an  annual 
basis,   and  whether  or  not  it  is  justified  to  request 
since  our  contract,   as  I   read  it,   allows  us  annual 
review  and  modification  of  the  rates. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      Five  year  reviews. 

COMMISSIONER  BUELL:     Every  five  years.  Is 
there  a   review  coming  up  next  year   in  January? 

MS.   ROHRER:     This   is   it.     We're   in  the 

review . 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      I    think    it's  — 
Commissioner,    it's  not  a  12  or   15  or   14  percent 
advantage,    but   rather   in  concrete  dollars   it's  about  a 
dollar   forty  cent  advantage  and  we  should  share   in  the 
dollar   forty.      That's  what   he   is  saying,    regardless  of 
what   the  quarry  cost  us. 

COMMISSIONER  BUELL:     Well,   we  can  either 

 ■  Copyright© 

California  Shorthand  Reporting 

MEARINGS   DEPOSITIONS  ARBITRATIONS 
52  Longwood  Dri^.  S^n  Rafael.  CA  9490^ 
Tel  M15)  457-4417 


t 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 


modi f y  the  lease,   or  we  can  share   in   it   if  you  establish 
what   the  advantage   is.      I  don't   know .      I t   seems  we  need 
an  appraisal  under  either  circumstance. 

MR.   MAWHINNEY:      I  don't   know         I'm  not 
sure  whether  or  not  you  have  to  modify  the  lease  if 
there  is  provision  for   increasing  the  rent  every  five 
years  commencing  January,  1988. 

All  I'm  suggesting  is  that  the  apprai ser  or 
the  City,   whoever   is  going  to  negotiate  this  lease, 
should  take  into  consideration  some  of   those  cost 
advantages  of  the  subject  site  and  negotiate  as  good  a 
lease  as  they  can . 

COMMISSIONER  TOUPIN:      Well,    thank  you.  Any 
other  questions? 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      Now,    a  comment   I  would 
like  to  make   is  that  whether  we  should,    --  well,  two 
quest  ions . 

One  is  what  would  be  the  problems  in 
delaying  on  the  approval  of  the  lease,   and  why  can't  we 
have  a  review  this  next  January  to  establish  the  rate 
for  the  future ,   a  formula  for  the  future. 

MR .   BLEY :     The  first  one   is  easy  because 
there  al ready  is  an  agreement  that  when  the  eventual 
rate   is  determined,    it's   retroactive  to  January, 

The  second  one,    I   think   is   something  the 
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City  Attorney  would   have   to   look   at   because  I'm 
certainly  not  going   to  advise   the  Commissioner,    but  it 
appears  to  me   reading   it,    I   don't   think   this  Commission 
has  a   right   to  modify  the  contract  and  now  tell  Mission, 
"We*re  going   to  bring  you  in  every  year." 

The  contract  says  every  five  years  you  can 
bring  them  in, 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      But  we  haven't  approved 
the  contract  yet ,   have  we? 

MR.   BLEY:     Oh,   yes.      This  contract  we 
have  a  contract. 

MS.   ROHRER:      Yes.      This   is  a  lease   that  is 
already  in  place.     The  provisions  are  already  in  place. 
We  are  talking  about  adjusting  the   royalty.      This   is  the 
first  year .         This  is  the  five-year  adjustment . 

MR .   BLEY ;     This   is  the  five  year 
adjustment,  once  every  five  years. 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      So,   we're  stuck  with  the 
five  year  thing. 

MR.   BLEY:     That's  correct.     Well,    I  can't 
advise  you .     It  appears  that  to  be  the  case. 

MS .   ROHRER :     Well,    if   there   is  an  agreement 
with  Mission  Valley  Rock  to  an  annual  lease  will  -- 

COMMISSIONER  BUELL:      Deborah,    is    this  the 
item  that  was  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors  yesterday? 
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MS .    ROHRER :      Yes  . 

COMMISSIONER  BUELL :      Supervisor   Hongisto  — 
I   happened  to  have  been   listening   to  the   radio,  and 
Supervisor  Hongisto,    I   guess,    requested  a  whole 
investigation  of  this  lease. 

MS .   ROHRER :     Apparently  Supervisor  Hongisto 
is  on  the  convmittee  --  may  have  been  on  the  finance 
committee  that  approved  this  lease  initially. 

COMMISSIONER  BUELL:      Well,    I'm  just  saying 
that   it  happened .      I  happened  to  hear   that  yesterday. 
So,    it  might  be  timely  to  maybe  put  this  over  and  ask  a 
couple  of  questions  about   it,    if   there's  a  major 
concern . 

COMMISSIONER  TOUPIN:     All   right.      What  is 
your  conclusion? 

COMMISSIONER  LEE:      I  agree  with  the 
Commissioner,    to  hold   it  over  and  to  get  more  answers. 

MS .   ROHRER :     Well,    I   guess   the  question 
is         where  are  these  answers  going  to  come  from? 

Does  the  Commission  want  to  spend  the  ten 
to  fifteen  thousand  dollars  to  get  an  expert  appraiser 
to  look  at   this   issue?     We  -- 

COMMISSIONER  LEE :     Deborah ,   we  can  look  at 
it   this  way.      If  there's  a  potential   of   $700,000  off  the 
table,     I  think  it's  worth  the  $10,000. 
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MS.    ROHRER:      That 's   certainly  I   do  not 

believe  that   there   is   that  kind  of  money  on  the  table, 
but   if   that   is   the  pleasure  of   the  Cominission ,   we  are 
certainly  able  to  get  -- 

COMMISSIONER  TOUPIN:     Well,   if  there  is 
anything  over  $15,000  on  the  table,   we  probably  ought  to 
do  this. 

MS.  ROHRER:     Right,   absolutely.  That's 
fine.     If  that's  the  Commission's  pleasure  we  can 
find  —     we'll  have  to  find  the  money  somewhe r e . 

COMMISSIONER  BUELL :      I  have  a   few  more 
questions .     I  don  *  t  know  that  that's  the  solution  to  it, 
but  I  would  like  to  have  a  little  more  information 
before  I  vote. 

I  appreciate         this  has  been  up  twice  but 
it  does  seem  to  be  gathering  some  attention  and  as  long 
as  that's  the  case,   I  feel  more  comfortable  with  more 
inf ormat  ion . 

COMMISSIONER  TOUPIN:      Should  we  put   it  over 
to  a  time  more  certain  or  to  the  next  meeting?  What's 
more  feasible? 

MR.   COFFEY:      I  would   recommend  you  put  it 
over  uncertain. 

COMMISSIONER  TOUPIN:     All   right.      Is  that 
the  acceptable? 
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That  will  be  so  ordered,   that  we  are 
putting   it  over   indefinitely,   and  we  will   reset   it  at  an 
appropr iate  time,  okay? 

Thank  you. 
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Tel.  W151  457-4417 


CERTIFICATE 


I,   Veena  Marie  Paccinelli,    a  Notary  Public    in  and 
for   the  County  of  Marin,   State  of  California,   do  hereby 
certify: 

That   I  am  a  disinterested  person  herein; 
That   the   foregoing  proceeding   was   reported  in 
shorthand  by  me,   Veena  Marie  PuccineUi,   and  thereafter 
transcribed  into  typewriting. 

I   further   certify   that    I   am  not   of   counsel  or 
attorney   for   either   or   any  of   the  parties   in  the 
foregoing  proceeding  and   caption   named,    or    in  any  way 
interested   in   the  outcome  of   the  cause   named   in  said 
caption . 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,    I   have  hereunto  set   my  hand 
and  affixed  my  seal  on  ^^^^^  iLj  a  .  /V 

VEENA   MARIE  PUCCINELLI 

My  Commission  Expires : 
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F>(JBI_IC    UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


SAN  Francisco  Water  department 


MEMORANDUM 


DATE: 


March  27,  1989 


TO: 


SUBJECT : 


FROM: 


OPERATIONS 


Storage.     The  month-end  status  of  local  storage  reservoirs  is  shown 
on  the  accompanying  figure  1.     The  storage  levels  in  the  Peninsula 
Division  reservoirs  at  the  end  of  February  amounted  to  15.8  billion 
gallons  or  53%  of  capacity.     This  is  less  than  the  16.0  billion 
gallons  or  54%  of  capacity  in  storage  at  the  end  of  January.  For 
the  Suburban  system  as  a  whole^   storage  amounted  to  38.7  billion 
gallons  and  50%,  compared  to  38.5  billion  gallons  and  50%  of 
capacity  at  the  end  of  last  month. 

Production.     Water  supplied  by  Hatch  Hetchy  and  the  production  of 
local  water  treatment  plants  are  shown  on  the  accompanying  figure  2. 

Consumption.     Gross  water  deliveries  to  San  Francisco  customers  and 
the  suburban  area  are  displayed  on  the  accompanying  figure  3. 

Rationing  Program 

The  water  rationing  program  continues  to  function  effectively.  The 
conservation  section  is  responding  to  requests  for  allotment 
increases  on  a  timely  basis  despite  staff  shortages  due  to  delays  in 
filling  vacant  positions.     San  Francisco  and  the  suburban  areas  are 
again  below  allotment  levels  for  the  month.     Water  Department  staff 
held  additional  discussions  with  the  suburban  resale  customers 
following  the  public  hearing  on  contingency  plans  for  conservation 
in  1989.     The  intent  of  these  discussions  is  to  develop  closer 
agreement  on  the  provisions  contained  in  the  alternative  programs. 


Water  Supply 


1.  Hetch  Hetchy  water  import:     An  average  of   154.9  million 
gallons  per  day  (MGD)   for  the  month  of  February. 

2.  Sunol  Valley  Filtration  Plant  treated     4.7  MGD. 
San  Andreas  Filtration  Plant  treated  21.1  MGD. 

3.  Consumption  (MGD  average): 

February  1989  -  179.1)  28.1  percent  less 

February  1988  -  249.1) 

February  1989  -  179.1)  20.0  percent  less 

February  1977  -  224.0) 

12  months  preceding 

March  1,   1989     -     240.6)  16.8  percent  less 

March  1,    1988     -  289.4) 

4.     Storage  (million  gallons)  as  of  March  1: 


1988 


1989 


Increase 
-  Decrease 


%  Full 
Capacity 


Alameda  Div.    (Capacity  48,014) 


22,074 


22,886 


812 


48 


Peninsula  Div.    (Caoacitv  29.783) 


19,410 


15,776 


-  3,634 


53 


Total   (Maximum  Capacity  77.797) 


41,484 


38, 662 


-  2,822 


50 


-2- 


CONTINUING  PROGRAMS 


Leases  and  Permits.  By  the  terms  of  their  leases,  royalties  or 
percentage  of  revenue  received  for  the  month  of  February  are  as 
f ol lows : 

Santa  Clara  Sand  and  Gravel  $27,055.00 

Sunol  Golf  Course  15,856.78 

Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course  12,660.63 

Mission  Valley  Rock  40,311.98 


vehicular  Accidents.  During  the  month  of  February  there  were  4 
accidents,   3  of  which  were  possibly  avoidable. 


Tnriustrial  Accidents.  There  were  7  lost-time  injuries  in 
February.     There  is  a  total  of  14  for  the  calendar  year. 


Flushing .  The  flushing  program  has  been  suspended  for  the 
duration  of  the  drought. 
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FIGURE  1 
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CITY  lUINS 

February,  .  1989 


PREPARED  BY:  T.  Dickerman 


WJ 

:01ITRACT  WO. 

PROJECT 

t  b  1  .     ■  ■ 

.ENGTH 

■to  1  . 

COST 

PERC 
COMP 
Period 

ENT 
LETE 
Total 

Scheduled 
completion  of 
Plans  &  Specs. 

REMARKS 

WD-2025 

8-Inch  D.I.  Main  in  Pine  Street 
between  Leavenworth  &  Grant  Avenue 

2,900  E 

i80,000 

15 

75 

March,  1989 

Main  Replacement 

JD-2020 

B-Inch  Main  in  Clay  Street  between 
Webster  &  Baker  Streets 

3,350  f 

303,000 

5 

50 

June,  1989 

Main  Replacement 

^2032 
1 

8-Inch  D.I.  Main  in  Sacramento 
Street  between  Locust  &  Divisadero 
Sts. 

3,400 

580,000 

5 

65 

March,  1989 

Main  Replacement 

HD-2033 

6-Inch  and  8-Inch  Mains  in 
Leavenworth,  Stoneman  and  other 
streets 

3,650 

630,000 

20 

85 

March,  1989 
(Revised) 

Main  Replacement 

WD-2034 

8-Inch  D.I.  Main  in  Folsom  Street, 
16th  Street  to  Army  Street 

6,160 

1  ,000000 

0 

15 

April ,  1989 

Main  Replacement 

WD-2035 

12-Inch  D.I.  Main  in  Skyline  Blvd., 
Lake  Merced  Blvd.  to  Harding  Road 

2,000 

330,000 

10 

20 

July,  1989 

Main  Replacement 

HO-1995 
Phase  3 

\ 

B-Inch  and  16-Inch  D.I.  Main  in 
Market  Street, 10th  to  12th  Street 

275 

133,800 

80 

80 

March,  1989 

DPW  Contract 

Relocate  6-Inch,  8-Inch  and 
12-Inch  D.I.  Main  around  AWSS 
vaults 

240 

80 

80 

March,  1989 

Main  Replacement 

MONTHLY  STATUS  REPORT 


CITY  MAINS 


February,  1989 


MO. 


YR. 


D 

rRACT  NO. 


PROJECT 


■2038  12-Inch  Main  in  Stockton  Street 

Pacific  to  Columbus  Avenues 


EST.' 
LENGTH 


-  -EST . 
COST 


1  .000 


150,000 


PERCENT 
COMPLETE 
Period  Total 


10 


10 


S.F.W.D. 
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PREPARED  BY:     T.  Dickerman 


Scheduled 
completion  of 
Plans  &  Specs. 


April,  1989 


REMARKS 


Feeder  Main 


San 


Waxer  Derartivient 


MEMORANDUM 


DATE:  March  28,  1988 

TO:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

FROM:  General  Manager  and  Chief  Engineer 

SUBJECT:  Monthly  Report  of  February  Activities 


OPERATIONS 


Storage .     The  month-end  status  of  local  storage  reservoi rs  is  shown 
on  the  accompanying  figure  1.     The  storage  levels  in  the  Peninsula 
Division  reservoirs  at  the  end  of  February  amounted  to  19.4  billion 
gallons  or  65%  of  capacity.     This  is  more  than  the  18.2  billion 
gallons  or  61%  of  capacity  in  storage  at  the  end  of  January.  For 
the  Suburban  system  as  a  whole,   storage  amounted  to  41.5  billion 
gallons  and  53%  of  capacity  compared  to  39.6  billion  gallons  and  51*" 
of  capacity  at  the  end  of  last  month. 

Production.     Water  supplied  by  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  production  of 
local  water  treatment  plants  are  shown  on  the  accompanying  figure  2 

Consumption .  Gross  water  deliveries  to  San  Francisco  customers  and 
the  suburban  area  are  displayed  on  the  accompanying  figure  3. 

Resources  Planning  Project.     Dean  Coffey  assigned  Art  Jensen  the 
Director  of  Resource  Planning  for  the  Hetch  Hetchy  and  Water 
Departments.     Mr.  Mitsu  Naito  joined  Art  on  the  project,  both 
currently  work  out  of  offices  at  425  Mason  Street.     By  the  end  of 
March,   they  expect  to  have  prepared  the  over a  1 1  approach  to  the 
project  and  begun  forming  technical  committees  for  addressing 
specific  issues . 


Water  Supply 


1.  Hetch  Hetchy  water  import:     An  average  of  302  3  milli 
gallons  per  day  (MGD)   for  the  month  of  February. 

2.  Sunol  Valley  Filtration  Plant  treated  0.0  MGD. 
San  Andreas  Filtration  Plant  treated  34.6  MOD. 

3.  Consumption  (MGD  average); 

February  1988  -  250.2)  11.2  percent  mc 

February  1987  -  224.9) 

February  1988  -  250.2)  11.7  percent  mo 

February  1977  -  224.0) 

12  months  preceding 

March  1,   1988     -     289.5)  3.3  percent  mo 

March  1,    1987     -  280.3) 

4.  Storage  (million  gallons)   as  of  March  1: 


1987 


1988 


Increase 
-  Decrease 


%  Full 
Capacity 


Alameda  Div.    (Capacity  48,014^ 


26,175 


22,074 


-  4,101 


46 


Peninsula  Div.    (Capacity  29.783^ 


15,640 


19,410 


3,770 


65 


Total  (Maximum  Capacity  77.797) 


41,815 


41,484 


331 


53 


-2- 


CQNTINUIMG  PROGRAMS 


Net  Paving  Salf^?; 


Actua  1 
Estimated 

Increase/ (Decrease) 
Increase/Decrease  (%) 


February 
1988 

$4  ,007,474 

4,082,178 

(74,704) 

(1.8) 


Fiscal  Year 
To  Date 

$36,668,060 

37, Oil, 677 

(343, 617) 

(.9) 


Leases  and  Permits.  By  the  terms  of  their  leases,  royalties  or 
percentage  of  revenue  received  for  the  month  of  February  are  as 
f o 1 lows : 


Santa  Clara  Sand  and  Gravel 
Sunol  Golf  Course 
Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course 
Mission  Valley  Rock 


$26,723.83 
12,532.77 
9,716.77 
34,593.88 


Vehicular  Accidents.  During  the  month  of  February  there  were  3 
accidents,   2  of  which  were  possibly  avoidable. 


Industrial  Accidents.  There  were  8  lost-time  injuries  in 
February.     There  is  a  total  of  16  for  the  calendar  year. 


Flushing .     Due  to  the  water  conservation  effort,  the  flushing 
program  was  suspended  in  February. 

February  Fiscal  Year 

1988  1987-88 

Mains  (all  sizes),  lineal 

feet  -0-  -0- 
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FIGURE  1 
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con  I  itACT  P!tF.I'AllAT10M 


j;ebmflry  198a. 
Mn  Yr. 


PUEPAREU  BY: 


T .  Dickerman 


EST. 

EST. 

PEI'.CEril  1 
COMPLEIE 

Scheduled 
conipleLion  of 
Plans  &  Specs. 

UEHAUK5 

PROJECT 

LGlll. 

COST  |, 

Ihis 
until 

loLal 

- 

San  Jose  Avenue  and  30th  Street 

9,400  2 

,30U , uuu 



5 

 — 

95 

April,   1988-  ^ 
(Revised)  j 

i 

roject  reactivated 
iue  to   'J'  line 

"iini-1e     ri t~t\>J    AVfli  lablS 

-mm  n.Q._'L-  

8-Inch  Main  in  Bush  Street, 
Octavia  Street  to  Mason  Street 



4,700  L 

,030,000 

2 

97 

March  1988 
( Revised ) 

Main  Replacement 

'i  8-Inch  Main  in  Post  Street, 
roweii  to  MarKet  btreets 

2  ,100 

610,000 

5 

80 

February  1988 
(Revised) 

Main  Replacement 

-  8-Inch  Main  in  O'Farrell  Street, 
Larkin  Street  to  Grant  Avenue 

8  50 

[1,155,000 

10 

70 

April  1988 

Main  Replacement 

'  8-Inch  Main  in  Taylor  Street, 
ijuiden  Liate,  to  butter  anu 
Pine  to  Washington 

3,700 

1,110,000 

20 

70 

April  1938 
(Revised ) 

Main  Replacement 

lUepaving  of  streets  and  sidewall 
ODpni  nnc   f  n,r  Qvun   f  ni"   fhe  FY 
ending  June  30,  1989 

i 1,102,00 

0  10 

IOC 

February  1988 

Annual  Repaving 

■■/ 

6  8-Inch  Main  in  Bush  Street, 
Presidio  Avenue  to  Octavia 
-  Street 

5,700 

1,030,0C 

)C  2 

92 

February  1988 
(Revised) 

Main  Replacement 

3  12-Inch  Main  in  Mission  Street 
Cotter  to  Onondaga 

2,500 

300, OC 

)0  5 

5 

June  1988 

Feeder  Main 

Mo. 


_  PROJECT 

tST. 
LCilll . 

i'tUCF. 

COI'IPL 
Ibis 
onUi 

[IV 

eiE 

loUil 

Cement  Mortar  Line  54-Inch  Main 
in  Junipero  Serra  Blvd.,  from 

4,600 

450  ,000 

5 

r- 

D 

Hnllnway  tr^  (^^n^T  .  
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PUEPAI^EU  BV  :  _T.  Dickerman 


Scliedul  ed 
compleUuii  of 
Plans  &  Specs. 

REMAUKS 

May  19  88 

Cement  Mortar  Line 

LEASES  AND  REVOCABLE  PERMITS  EXECUTED  OR  TERMINATED  FOR  QUARTER  ENDING  March  31,  1988 

AGRICULTURE  &  LAND  DIVISION  -  ENGINEERING  DIVISION 
SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 
NO. 


PERMITTEE/LESSEE 


LOCATION 


PURPOSE 


CONSIDERATION  COMMENCEMENT 
PER  YEAR  DATE 


TERMINATION 
DATE 


P-3574        Westwood  Garden  Apts 


San  Mateo  County 


Parking,  landscaping, 
cross-over . 


$  3,096.00  1/1/86 


9/30/87 


P-1561        Sun  Valley  Dairy 


San  Francisco  County  Parking. 


$       900.00  7/1/58 


12/31/87 


P-3600        Hensel  Phelps  Const.  Co.        Santa  Clara  County 


Storing  construction 
material . 


$  60.00 
(Monthly) 


12/1/87 
(Retro) 


1/31/88 


James  M.  Holderby 
(Beekeeper) 


San  Mateo  County  Beekeeping. 


$   


1/25/80 


3/31/88 


L-3591        San  Francisco  Unified 
School  District 


San  Francisco  County 


Construction  and  devel. 
of  small  elementary 
middle  or  high  school 


7/31/86 
(Retro) 


P-3606        Terrace  Capri  Apartments        San  Mateo  County 


Parking ,  landscaping 
and  crossover. 


$  5,400.00 


10/1/87 
(Retro) 


L-3367A      Ernest  J.  Pombo 


Alameda  County 


Grazing , 


$26,700.00 


Reinstated 
11/1/87 


L-3443        Ernest  J.  Pombo 


Alameda  County 


Grazing . 


$  6,910.00 


Reinstated 
11/1/87 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 

NO.  PERMITTEE/LESSEE 


LOCATION 


PURPOSE 


CONSIDERATION       COMMENCEMENT  TERMINATION 
PER  YEAR  DATE  DATE 


L-3444        Ernest  J.  Pombo  Alameda  County  Grazing  $14,250.00  Reinstated 

11/1/87 


L-3442 


Vassar  Ranch 
(Lucy  Vassar) 


Alameda  County 


Grazing  cattle  and/or 
sheep . 


19,875.00 


Reinstated 
11/1/87 


P-2992A 


Mercedes  Court 
Condominiums 


Santa  Clara  County 


Parking ,  landscaping, 
fencing ,  sprinkler 
system. 


$  2,688.00  1/1/88 


L-3549A      Moore,  W.   &  R.  Naify 

dba:     Nickles  Restaurant 


San  Mateo  County 


Operating  restaurant 
and  bar. 


$13,344.00  1/1/88 


L-3547         Petrocchi  Bros. 


San  Mateo  County 


Gasoline  service 
station. 


$13,356.00  1/1/88 


L-3548        Petrocchi,  Charles  J.  San  Mateo  County  Maintaining  a  nursery.       $  9,349.20 


L-3281A      Rolm  Corporation 


Santa  Clara  County 


Parking  and 
landscaping . 


$  2,303  .  38 


1/1/88 
1/1/88 


L-3562         United  Savings  Bank 


San  Francisco  County      Driveway  access 

and  landscaping . 


$  5,643.00  1/1/88 


L-3590         Earl  Wilms 

dba:     El  Rancho  Inn 


San  Mateo  County  Automobile  parking.  $11,820.00  1/1/88 


J 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 
NO. 


PERMITTEE/LESSEE 


LOCATION 


EP-88-1       P.G.   &  E 


EP-88-2      City  of  Pleasanton 


P-3160A      Americana  Apartments 


P-2904B      Petrocchi  Bros. 


L-3605         Santa  Clara  Sand  & 
Gravel  Company. 


EP-88-3       City  of  Milpitas 


P-3604        Pleasanton  Unified 
School  District 


San  Francisco  City 
&  County 


Alameda  County 


Alameda  County 


San  Mateo  County 


Alameda  County 


Santa  Clara  County 


Alameda  County 


PURPOSE 


CONSIDERATION       COMMENCEMENT  TERMINATION 
PER  YEAR  DATE  DATE 


Converting  an 
existing  overhead 
electrical  line. 


$  500.00 
(Permit  Fee) 


1/8/88 


Access  &  embankment 
repair  work. 


Recreation, 
landscaping  &  access 


Temporary 
Permit 


$  732.00 


1/29/88 


2/1/88 


Transportable  office 
building,   parking  & 
storage  yard. 


$  6,000.00  2/1/88 


Storage  &  stockpiling  $  5,475.00 
gravel  products 


2/1/88 


Constructing 
access  road. 


Preliminary  engineer- 
ing studies,  surveys 
and  soil  analysis. 


$  250.00 
(Inspection 
Fee) 


None 


2/16/88 


2/22/88 


A 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 
NO. 


PERMITTEE/LESSEE 


LOCATION 


P-2824B        F.M.C.  Corporation  Alameda  County 


P-3386A      San  Francisco  Montessori        San  Francisco  County 
School 


EP-88-4      City  of  Daly  City  San  Mateo  County 


PURPOSE 


CONSIDERATION       COMMENCEMENT  TERMINATION 
PER  YEAR  DATE  DATE 


Parking,   light  storage 
access,  driveway  & 
landscaping . 


Playground  purposes 
in  conjunction  with  the 
adjacent  school  owned 
by  Permittee. 


Constructing  an 
underground  storra  drain 


$  5,604.00  3/1/88 


$  2,100.00  3/1/88 


None  3/22/88 


4 


PERMIT/ 
LEASE 
NO. 


PERMITTEE/LESSEE 


LOCATION 


PURPOSE 


CONSIDERATION       COMMENCEMENT  TERMINATIC 
PER  YEAR  DATE  DATE 


G-412-87  Sam  Srinivasan 


G-426-87  J.   Lawrence  Nelson 


G-427-87  Ruben  Barrales 


Alameda  County  Domestic  Garden  Permit 


Alameda  County 


San  Mateo  County 


II  II 


II  II 


$5.00 


$5.00 


$5.00 


Feb.  1,  1988  NEW 
(Exp:  1-31-90) 


Feb. 15,  1988  NEW 
(Exp:  2-14-90) 


Feb. 15,  1988  NEW 
(Exp:  2-14-90) 


1 


G-308-85  Costanzo  A.   La  Jeunesse        Alameda  County 


G-240-81  Richard  L.  Smith 


Alameda  County 


It  II 


II  II 


$5.00 


$5.00 


July  1,  1987 

Retro . 
(Exp:  6-30-89) 


Sept. 15, 1987 

Retro . 
(Exp:  9-14-89) 


RENEWAL 
RENEWAL 


G-324-86  Christine  Mantell 


Alameda  County 


II  II 


$5.00 


Jan.  1.  1988  RENEWAL 
(Exp:  12-31-89) 


G-432-88  James  Mazzuco 

(Formerly  G-285--83) 


Alameda  County 


M  II 


$  5.00  Jan.   1,  1988 

(Exp:  12-31-89) 


RENEWAL 


G-325-86  Doris  Kane-Eitel 


San  Mateo  County 


11  II 


$5.00  Feb.   1,  1988 

(Exp:  1-31-90) 


RENEWAL 


PERMIT/ 

LEASE                                                                                                                                                         CONSIDERATION       COMMENCEMENT  TERMINATIOf 
NO.  PERMITTEE/LESSEE  LOCATION  PURPOSE  PER  YEAR  DATE  DATE 


G-287-83  Rafael  Magana  San  Mateo  County       Domestic  Garden  Permit  $  5.00  Feb.   1,   1988  RENEWAL 

(Exp:  1-31-90) 

G-286-83  Maureen  Sosa  San  Mateo  County  "  "  "  $  5.00  Feb .   1 .   1988  RENEWAL 

(Exp:  1-31-90) 

G-332-86  Patricia  Berg  Alameda  County  "  "  "  $5.00  Feb.   15,   1988  RENEWAL 

(Exp:   2--14-90)  J 

G-196-80  Barbara  Caulfield  San  Mateo  County  "  "  "  $  5.00  Feb.   15,   1988  RENEWAL 

(Exp:  2-14-90) 

G-365-86  Dr.   Arthur  L.   Aden  Alameda  County  "  "  "  $  5.00  Mar.   1,   1988  RENEWAL 

(Exp:  2-28-90) 

G-245-81  B.   J.   Bunting  Alameda  County  "  "  "  $  5.00  Mar.   1.   1988  RENEWAL 

(Exp:  2-28-90) 

G-291-84  David  Boone,   Jr.  San  Mateo  County  "  "  "  $  5.00  Mar.   15,   1988  RENEWAL 

(Exp:  3-14-90) 

G-323-85  Gary  L.   Hallock  Alameda  County  "  "  "      lllr'^^ 


6 


LEASES  OR 

PERMITS  DELINQUENT  IN  PAYMENT  FOR  QUARTER  ENDING 
AGRICULTURE  &  LAND  DIVISION 
SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 

MARCH  31,  1988 

LEASE/ 
PERMIT 
NO, 

LESSEE/PERMITTEE 

RENTAL 
AGREEMENT 

DELINQUENT 
PERIOD 

TOTAL 
RENT  DUE 

TAXES  AND 
ASSESSMENTS 

TOTAL  DUE 

PRESENT  STATUS 

OF   PriTTPr'TTAM  nrp/Mim. 

P-3221D 

Benassini ,  Robert 

$  60.00 
Monthly 

Unpaid 
permit 
fee 

$  853.92 

$  913.92 

wr    uuiiliCt^i  iUN  trrnRT! 

Referred  to  City 
Attorney.  Water 
Dept.  continues  to 
send  monthly  invoices 

P-3596 

California ,  State 
of.  Dept.  of 
Transportation 

$  50.00 
Monthly 

Unpaid 
balance 
Feb, 88 

$  100.00 

$  100,00 

Making  direct  contact 
requesting  payment. 

P-3284 

Fremont  Unified 
School  District 

$  58.00 
Monthly 

Unpaid 
balance 

$  116.00 

$  116.00 

Making  direct  contact 
requesting  payment.  \ 

P-3I08B 

General  Western 
Highlands 

$241.65 
Monthly 

Unpaid 
balance 
Dec . 87 

$  188.35 

$  430.00 

Making  direct  contact 
requesting  payment. 

P-3558 

Grossi-Millif lect 

$154.05 
Monthly 

Unpaid 
fee 

$  308.10 

$  308.10 

Making  direct  contact 
requesting  payment. 

P-3595 

Hensel  Phelps 

Construction 

Company 

$400.00 
Monthly 

Unpaid 
balance 

$  800.00 

$  800.00 

Making  direct  contact 
requesting  payment. 

P-3172 

Matadero  Creek 

$  85,00 
Monthly 

Nov.  1980 
thru  Feb  88 

$7,480 . 00 
7 

$7,565.00 

Has  been  referred  to ^ 
City  Attorney;  Water 
Dept.  continues  to 
send  monthly  invoices- 

LEASE/ 
PERMIT 
NO. 


P-2424 

P-3522 

L-3553 

P-1816 
L-2850 
L-3590 


LESSEE/PERMITTEE 


RENTAL 
AGREEMENT 


DELINQUENT 
PERIOD 


TOTAL 
RENT  DUE 


P-2863B      Mayfield  Management 
Company 

P-3407        Jack  McElroy 


P-3086         Page  Mill  Hill 


P-3354        Parkview  West 

Homeowner ' s  Assn . 


P-3359        Peery  &  Arrillaga 


Power  Design 
Pacific,  Inc. 


Renault  &  Handley 
Employee ' s  Invest- 
ment Company 


Western  Pacific 
Railroad  Company 


Wilms,  Earl 

dba:  El  Rancho  Inn 


$300.00 
Monthly 

$250.00 
Monthly 


$200.00 
Monthly 


$  25.00 
Monthly 


$510.75 
Monthly 


$1,292.00 
Monthly 


$100.00 
Monthly 
$500.00 
Monthly 
$985.00 
Monthly 


Unpaid 
balance 

Unpaid 
Permit  Fee 


Unpaid 
balance 
Nov.  87 

Unpaid 
balance 


Unpaid 
Permit  fee 


Unpaid 
fee 


Unpaid 
balance 


$  600.00 
$  500.00 


$  400.00 


$  50.00 


$19,532.75 

$24,263.35 

$  100.00 
$  500,00 
$  985.00 

8 


TAXES  AND 
ASSESSMENTS 


84-  85  $419.71 

85-  86  451.88 


86-87 


474.20 


83-  84 

84-  85 

85-  86 

86-  87 


487.46 
508.35 
547.32 
574.35 


TOTAL  DUE 


$  600.00 
$  500.00 
$  1,345,79 

$  400.00 

$  50.00 
$  2,117.48 

$20,043,50 

$25,555.35 

$1,585.00 


PRESENT  STATUS 
OF  COLLECTION  E: 


Making  direct  C( 
requesting  paymt 

Making  direct  cc 
requesting  payme 

Has  been  referre 
City  Attorney;  v 
Dept.  continues 
send  monthly  inv 

Making  direct  co 
requesting  payme 


Making  direct  co 
requesting  payme 

Put  on  hold.  Pa 
Stanford  case. 


Referred  to  City 
Attorney.  Water 
Dept.  continues  t 
send  monthly  invc 

Referred  to  City 
Attorney.  Water 
Dept .  continues  t 
send  monthly  invo 

Making  direct  con 
requesting  paymen 


I 


HEW  CLAIMS  FILED: 

PERSONAL  INJURY: 

PROPERTY  DA^tAGE: 

COMBINED  PERSONAL  INJURY 
AND  PROPERTY  DAMAGE: 


235 
259 


COLLECTIONS: 
CLAIMS  SETTLED? 

NON-LITIGATED: 

LITI^TEDj  (Municipal  Railway) 
LITIGATED:    (City  Attorney) 
JUDGMENT:    (Municipal  Railway) 
JUDGMENT:    (City  Attorney) 

TOTAL: 
CLAIMS  DENIED: 

PERSONAL  INJURY: 


333 
20 
48 
1 
10 


514,519,528 
322,568 

1,604,122 

$16,446,218 
S  17,351 

%  464,254 
103, 367 
918,408 
606 
65,999 


129 

177 


53 
359 


412        $  1,552,654 


42       $  3,499,859 


74 


10 


17 


13,563,097 
1,201,582 

1,203,903 
$5,966,582 
J  36,742 

$  302,015 
N/A 
823,031 
N/A 
27,195 

$1,152,241 
$1, 189,000 


294  $19,772,669 
273  304,057 

 i?  1,517,729 

614  $21,594,675 
J  23,751 


226 


71 


11 


196,532 

N/A 
604,204 

N/A 
14,994 


308     $  815,730 


30     $  1,610,330 


PROPERTY  DAMAGE: 

59 

49, 792 

35 

39,398 

66 

82,616 

COMBINED  PERSONAL  INJURY 
AND  PROPERTY  DAMAGE: 

 15 

554,079 

10 

319,268 

4 

32,652 

TOTAL: 

116 

S 

4,103,730 

62 

$1,547,666 

102 

$  1,725,598 

CLAIMS  SETTLED  BY  VEHICLE  TYPE: 

MOTOR  COACH: 

217 

$ 

688,973 

177 

$  850,322 

170 

J  460,610 

TROLLEY  COACH: 

111 

533,585 

84 

160,604 

90 

156,221 

STREETCAR: 

53 

154,165 

40 

90,414 

32 

165,724 

CABLE  CAR; 

 31 

175,931 

21 

50,901 

16 

33,175 

TOTAL 

412 

$ 

1,552,654 

322 

$1  ,  152,  241 

306 

$  815,730 

ACCIDENTS  RECORDED  BY  VEHICLE  TYPE; 

MOTOR  COACH: 

595 

498 

626 

TROLLEY  COACH: 

426 

340 

422 

STREETCAR: 

86 

94 

92 

CABLE  CAR: 

46 

50 

68 

STATION: 

 59 

 99 

 22 

TOTAL: 

*1212 

*1081 

M230 

bpo  3/87 

•1212  Accidents  were  reported  228  were   Unreported  and  Delayed. 

1081  Accidents  were  reported  145  were  Unreported  and  Delayed 

1230  Accidents  were  reported  321  were  Unreported  and  Delayed 


CLAIMS    DIVISION      -         MONTIlt.Y  REPORT 
MARCH  i98B 


NEW  CLAIMS  FILED; 

PfBSONAL  INJURY: 

PROPERTY  DAMAGE; 

COMBINED  PERSONAL  INJURY 
AND  PROPERTY  DAMAGE: 

TOTAL: 

CLAIMS  FILED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  3-31-68  

CLAIMS  FILED  FISCftI,  YEAR  TO  DATE  3-31-87  

COLLECTIONS  THIS  MONTH 

COLLECTIONS  RECEIVED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  3-31-68 
COLLECTIONS  RECEIVED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  3-3I-B7 

CLAIMS  SETTLED  THIS  MONTH! 
PERSONAL  INJURY: 
PROPERTY  DAMAGE: 

TOTAL: 

CLAIMS  SETTLED  THIS  MONTH: 
NON-LITIGATED: 

LITIGATED:    (Municipal  Railway) 
LITIGATED!    (City  Attorney) 
COURT  JUDGMENT:    (Municipal  Railway) 
COURT  JUDGMENT:    (City  Attorney) 

TOTAL : 

CLAIMS  SETTLED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  3-31-88  

CLAIMS  SETTLED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  3-31-87  

ACCIDENTS  RECORDED  THIS  MONTH: 
PASSENGER: 
TRAFFIC: 

TOTAL: 

ACCIDENTS  RECORDED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  3-31-88 
ACCIDEMTS  RECORDED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  3-31-87 


97 
120 

 17 

234 

1654 
1409 


80 
61 

141 

119 
2 
14 


141 
1165 
1048 

246 

220 

468 
3604 
3274 


$  5,481,722 
155, 181 

546,092 
$  6,185,995 

$54,984,037 
$51,124,627 

$  6,904 
%  51,056 
$  149,955 

$  736,374 
65, 352 
$  901,726 

$  203.629 
16,500 
519,900 

61,697 

$  801,726 
$  3,937,202 
$  4,002,274 


ACCIUENT  HEPURTS  -  CLAIMS  DEPAniMENT 
MARCH  1988  


ACCIDENT  DCSK 


MC 
TC 
5C 
CC 
STA. 


PASSEfJGEn 

67 
66 
13 
5 
20 


TOTALS: 


171 


UNREPORTED 


MC 
TC 
50 
CO 
STA. 


PASSENGER 

21 
8 
5 

3 
3 


TOTALS: 


40 


DELAYED 


MC 
TC 
SC 
CC 
STA. 


PASSENGER 

15 
18 
1 


TOTALS: 


37 


RECAP: 

MC 
TC 
SC 
CC 
SfA. 


PASSENGER 
103 
92 

19  . 

8 
26 


TRAFFIC 

108 
70 
10 
B 

 1 

197 

TRAFFIC 

14 
3 
3 
1 
1 


22 


TRAFFIC 


TRAFFIC 
123 
73 
13 
9 
2 


TOTALS:  248  220 

Previous  Total  to  Date: 


TOTAL 

175 
136 
23 
13 
21 

368 

TOTAL 

35 
11 
8 
4 
4 


62 

TOTAL 

16 
18 
1 


TOTAL 

226 
165 
32 
17 
28 

468 


TOTAL  TO  DAIE: 


3604 


MINUTES 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND   COUNTY   OF   SAN  FRANCISCO 

Art  Agnos 
Mayor 

REGULAR  MEETING 
Room  282,   City  Hall 
2:00  P.M. 
April  12,  1988 

COMMISSIONERS 
H,  Welton  Flynn,  President 
Arthur  V.  Toupin,  Vice  President 


Jeffrey  Lee 


Charna  E .  Staten 


Mark  W.  Buell 


DEPARTMENTS 


BUREAUS 


Hetch  Hetchy  Project 


Claims  and  Contracts 


Municipal  Railway 


Energy  Conservation 


Water  Department 


Engineering  and 
Construction  Management 


Financial  Management  and 
Performance  Monitoring 


Information  Systems 


Personnel  and  Training 


Dean  W.  Coffey 


GENERAL  MANAGER 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 


SECRETARY 


88-055 


Call   to  Order:      2:12  P.M. 


Present:       President  H.  Welton  Flynn,   Vice  President  Arthur  V. 

Toupin,  Coinini ssioner  Jeffrey  Lee,  Commissioner  Charna  E, 
Staten,  Commissioner  Mark  W.  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  Minutes  of  the  regular 
meeting  of  March  22,   1988  were  approved. 


A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


RESOLUTION 
NO. 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0103        MR      Requesting  the  Controller  to  draw  warrants  in 

payment  of  claims  against  the  Municipal  Railway, 
totaling  $48,425.86. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0104         MR      Approving  Revolving  Fund  payments  made  by  the 

Manager,  Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts,  totaling 
$266,081.66,  for  settlement  of  claims  against  the 
Municipal  Railway,   in  the  month  of  March,  1988. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Toupin,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0105         MR       Approving  compromise  settlements  in  the  amount  of 
SI,  602  .  58  and  collections  in  the  amount  of 
i;6,903.99,   for  payment  of  damage  claims  which  the 
Municipal  Railway  has  against  miscellaneous  debtors 
for  the  month  of  March,  1988. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0106         WD       Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1993,  8-Inch 
Ductile  Iron  Main  installation  in  Fulton  Street 
between  Fillmore  Street  and  Franklin  Street . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


88-056 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0107  WD  Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  tecommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1 99  9 ,  Alameda 
Creek  Diversion  Dam  Spillway  -  Concrete  Repairs. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0108        WD      Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1997,  8-Inch 
Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Post  Street  between 
Powell  Street  and  Market  Street. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Toupin,   Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0109        WD      Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Water  Department  Contract  No,  WD-2011  -  Repaving 
of  Street  and  Sidewalk  Openings  for  the  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  for  the  Fiscal  Year  Ending  June  30, 
1989. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0110         WD       Awarding  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-1998,   8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Point  Lobos  Avenue,  Great  Highway  and  Balboa  Street 
from  Cliff  House  to  46th  Avenue,   in  the  net  amount  of 
$112,770  to  Ranger  Pipelines,   Inc.   and  Inter  lane 
General  Engineering,  a  Joint  Venture. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0111         WD       Awarding  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2004,  Electrical  Upgrade  -  425  Mason  Street 
Building,   in  the  amount  of  $99,386   to  Berrios 
Construction  Company,   Inc.,  Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


88-057 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Hetch  Hetchy 
Contract  No.   HH-782,  Moccasin  Powerhouse  Tailrace 
Modifications  Phase  I  Bypass  Inlet  Structure,  as 
satisfactorily  completed,  and  authorizing  final 
payment  in  the  amount  of  $8,620.64  to  L.  F.  Genner 
Construction,   Inc.,  Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Accepting  the  work  performed  under  Hetch  Hetchy 
Contract  No,  HH-657,  No.  5  Fulton  Line,  Van  Ness 
Avenue  to  Westerly  Terminus,  Trolley  Coach  Overhead 
Reconstruction,   as  satisfactorily  compl eted; 
approving  Debit  Contract  Modification  No.  3  in  the 
amount  of  $1,281.32;   and  authorizing  final  payment  in 
the  amount  of  $1,600  to  Kingston  Associates, 
Contractor . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Requesting  the  Mayor  to  recommend  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,   a  supplemental  appropriation  and 
amendment  to  the  Annual  Salary  Ordinance  Section 
40/06/00/00000/001,    relating  to  the  position  of 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Energy  Conservation,  PUC. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Toupin,   Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Delegating  to  the  Manager,   Utilities  Engineering 
Bureau,  the  responsibilities  previously  given  to  the 
Deputy  General  Manager  and  Chief  Engineer . 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  Manager,   Utilities  Engineering 
Bureau,   to  execute  Amendment  No.   3  to  the  agreement 
with  DeLeuw,   Gather  and  Company,   for  additional 
engineering  services.   Muni  Harrison  Street  Facility, 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $715,965. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Toupin,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


88-058 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  Manager,  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
to  execute  Amendment  No.   1  to  the  agreement  with 
Leedsh ill-He rkenhoff ,  Inc .   (Consultant ) ,  to  complete 
the  design  of  the  Lower  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir 
Footbridge  Upgrade,  in  an  amount  of  $5,315. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  and  requesting  the  Controller  to  draw  a 
warrant  in  favor  of  Bernard  Ogbuagu  in  the  amount  of 
$2  2,500,   in  full  settlement  of  vehicular  accident 
claim  against  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  execute  a  contract  for  the  sale  of  25  acres  of 
surplus  Water  Department  property  to  the  Pleasanton 
Joint  School  District,  and  requesting  Board  of 
Supervisors '  approval . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Lee,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Supporting  passage  of  H.R.   3988,   as  an  effective 
means  of  supplying  the  needs  of  municipal  and 
industrial  water  users  in  Southern  California  and 
authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  communicate  the  Commission's  support  of  said 
legislation  to  the  Mayor  and  the  City's  Congressional 
delegation. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Staten,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  Gannett  Outdoor  Company,    Inc.  of  Northern 
California  to  expand  the  Transit  Shelter  Program 
beyond  the  minimum  level  of  350  shelters. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


88-059 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following   resolution  was  adopted: 


Setting  the  date  of  April  28,   at  3:00  P.M.,    in  the 
Commission  Meeting  Room,   Main  Library,   Civic  Center, 
San  Francisco  for  a  Public  Hearing  on  considering  a 
proposal  for  establishment  of  special  fares  for  Bay 
to  Breakers  Race  service  provided  by  the  Municipal 
Rai Iway . 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  permanent  loan  of  FCC  Streetcar  No.   1121  to 

the  Pacific  Southwest  Railway  Museum  of  La  Mesa, 
California, 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Toupin,   Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Staten,   seconded  by  Toupin,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  establishment  and  administration  of  a 
Paratransit  Fund  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  all 
donations  of  money,  property  and  personal  services, 
and  requesting  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  amend 
Chapter  10  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code 
by  adding  Section  10.109-10  to  accomplish  this. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Toupin,  Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Staten,   seconded  by  Toupin,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  V 
to  execute  Amendment  No,   2  to  the  contract  with  the 
U.S.  Human  Resources  Corporation,  to  perform 
additional  fund-raising  services ,   for  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  $111,000  by  June  30,   1991,    subject  to 
availability  of  funds  from  a  State  Transit  Assistance 
Special  Projects  Funds  grant. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Municipal 
Railway  to  execute  a  Revocable  Permit  granting  to  the 
Market  Street  Railway,  use  of  the  Trolley  Festival 
storage  site  for  restoration  activities  of  historic 
MUNI  vehicles  by  volunteers. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,  Staten,  Buell 
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On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Municipal 
Railway  and  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance, 
PUC  to  jointly  execute  Municipal  Railway  contracts  to 
recover  costs  of  providing  special  services  for 
amounts  not  to  exceed  $5,000. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Requesting  the  Mayor  to  recommend  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  a  Municipal  Railway  Supplemental 
Appropriation  in  the  amount  of  $70,000  for  overtime 
costs  for  wire  rope  cable  maintenance  mechanics  in 
the  cable  machinery  unit. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,  seconded  by  Lee,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Allowing  the  apparent  low  bidder,  Alan  Barreca,  Inc., 
to  be  relieved  of  their  bid  due  to  a  clerical  error; 
and  awarding  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-876, 
Treat  Avenue  Facility,  Site  Preparation,   in  the 
amount  of  $595,645.55  to  Berrios  Construction 
Company,   Inc.,  Contractor. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  execute  Amendment  No.   1  to  the  Professional 
Services  Agreement  with  Westin  Engineering,   Inc.,  for 
the  design  and  implementation  of  the  Computer  Based 
Power  Scheduling  System,   in  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$156,624. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

Requesting  the  Mayor  to  recommend  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  a  supplemental  appropriation  in  the 
amount  of  $15,7  million,   for  purchase  of  additional 
power  from  PG&E  for  resale. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,   Staten,  Buell 
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On  motion  of  Baell,    seconded  by  Lee,    the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0132         HH       Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  amend  the  existing  Professional  Services  contract 
with  Call  Co.,   Ltd.,   consultants,   through  December 
31,   1988,   increasing  the  authorized  amount  by 
$200,000  -  not  to  exceed  $585,000. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Lee,   seconded  by  Buell,   the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0133        CC      Declaring  a  portion  of  Water  Department  Lake  Merced 
Tract  land  as  surplus  and  authorizing  the  Department 
of  Real  Estate  to  negotiate  transfer  of  the  property 
to  Daly  City  for  public  use. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Lee,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  following 
resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0134        CC      Authorizing  execution  of  a  two-year  lease  of  ,402 
acres  of  former  Muni  Railway  Right-of-Way  land 
located  in  San  Mateo  County,   to  Stan  the  Roof  Man, 
Inc.  for  storage,  employee  and  equipment  parking, 
commencing  January  1,   1988  and  terminating  on 
December  31,   1989,   at  an  initial  annual  rental  of 
$15,600,   increasing  annually  in  direct  proportion  to 
any  percentage  increase  in  the  Cost  of  Living  Index. 

VOTE :     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Lee,   Staten,  Buell 


Copies  of  the  above  resolutions  are  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission . 

******** 

Report  of  the  General  Manager 
Water  Rationing 

Mr.  Dean  W.  Coffey,  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities,   said  that 
due  to  deteriorating  conditions  in  the  Hetch  Hetchy  watershed  and 
projected  weather  conditions  he  recommended  a  public  hearing  to 
consider  a  water  rationing  plan  to  reduce  usage  by  25  percent.  The 
hearing  was  scheduled  for  April  28,   1988  at  3:00  P.M.   in  the 
Commission  Meeting  Room  of  the  Main  Library. 

One-Half  Cent  Sales  Tax 

Mr.  Coffey  stated  that  Supervisor  Carol  Ruth  Silver  intends  to 
sponsor  a  ballot  measure  to  increase  the  sales  tax  by  one-half  cent . 
Mr.  Douglas  Wright,  Director  of  Planning  and  Development,   stated  that 
the  legislation  was  drafted  in  accordance  with  State  legislation 
which  states  that  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  is  the  lead  agency 
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in  defining  what   the  ballot  measure  would  be       Also  State 
legislation  provides  for   establishment   of  an  advisory  committee 
Following  conversations  with  the  Chief  Administrative  Officer  and  the 
Department  of  Public  Works,    staff  recommends  amendment  of  the 
legislation  to  include  the  Department  of  Public  Works  and  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  as  the  Committee. 

Commissioner  Lee  asked  what  distribution  was  proposed  for  the 
one-half  cent  sales  tax.     Mr.  Wright  replied  that  there  was  no 
proposed  distribution  in  this  legislation.     Commissioner  Staten  said 
that  a  member  of  the  Commission  should  be  a  member  of  the  committee 
President  Flynn  appointed  Commissioner  Staten  to  serve  on  this 
committee.     President  Flynn  inquired  as  to  the  restrictions  which 
would  be  placed  on  the  use  of  this  money.     Mr.  Wright  said  that  it 
was  his  understanding  that  the  funds  had  to  go  for  new  service  or  new 
capital  Items.     Commissioner  Buell  asked  whether  this  Commission 
would  have  to  recommend  the  measure  before  it  went  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors.     Mr.  Wright  replied  affirmatively.     Commissioner  Lee 
said  that  he  would  have  serious  reservations  about  using  the 
additional  funds  for  operational  purposes  without  controls  Mr 
Anson  Moran,  Assistant  General  Manager,  Finance,  said  that'it  is  a 
very  controlled  process.     First  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  would 
need  to  develop  a  plan  for  spending  the  funds.     That  plan  would  be 
submitted  to  the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission,  to  the  Board 
of  Supervisors,  and  then  to  the  voters  for  approval.     Then  there 
would  be  an  ongoing  committee  established  to  control  administration 
of  the  funds  consistant  with  the  plan.     Commissioner  Staten  inquired 
as  to  whether  the  Commission  could  be  the  oversight  committee.  Mr 
Moran  replied  that  the  authority  must  be  comprised  of  elected' 
officials . 


******** 


Announcements 

President  Flynn  announced  that  the  Commission  met  in  executive 
session  immediately  following  the  meeting  of  March  22,  1988  and 
approved  the  temporary  appointment  of  Dean  W.  Coffey  as  General 
Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  effective  Febraury  23,   1988,  and 
approved  settlement  of  litigation  entitled  Jerry  Forrester  v.  city 
and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

******** 

Introduction  of  Old  Business 

Commissioner  Staten  requested  a  report  at  the  next  meeting  regarding 
Municipal  Railway  deferred  maintenance  and  the  process  staff  is  using 
in  working  with  the  Mayor's  Office  on  this  problem. 

******** 

Resolution  No.   88-0119        Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public 
Utilities  to  execute  a  contract  for  the  sale  of  25  acres  of  surplus 
Water  Department  property  to  the  Pleasanton  Joint  School  District, 
and  requesting  Board  of  Sueprvisors*  approval. 

Commissioner  Toupin  asked  how  this  sale  would  impact  our  remaining 
property.     Mr.  Wright  replied  that  if  this  goes  through,  the  City 
would  have  524  acres  of  undeveloped  land,  much  of  which  would  go  for 
high  density  housing.     A  school  would  be  consistant  with  that  use. 
Commissioner  Buell  expressed  the  opinion  that  our  property  would 
probably  be  developed  for  residential  purposes.     Therefore,  a  school 
site  would  enhance  the  value  of  our  property.     However,   we  don't  know 
whether  we  will  get  approval  for  our  site. 
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Commissioner  Flynn  asked  whether   it  was   necessary  for  the  City  to 
give  up  1.9  acres  without   receiving   compensa t  ion .      Mr.  Anthony 
Delucchi,   Director  of  Property,   stated  that  there  will  be  certain 
requirements  placed  upon  the  City's  land  for  whatever   specific  plan 
is  approved.     One  of  those  would  be  to  provide  access  roads.     The  1.9 
acres  will  provide  access  to  the  rear  of  the  City's  property.  If 
this  were  not  reserved  now,   it  would  have  to  be  dedicated  at  a  future 
time . 

Commissioner  Flynn  questioned  the  calculation  of  the  sale  price  of 
^3,120,400,   from  the  per  acre  price  of  $125,000.     Commissioner  Lee 
proposed  to  amend  the  resolution  to  show  the  effective  sale  price  of 
$124,816  per  acre.     On  motion  of  Commissioner  Toupin,  seconded  by 
Commissioner  Lee,  the  resolution,   as  amended ,  was  unanimously  adopted 

******** 

Resolution  No.  88-0121  —  Authorizing  Gannett  Outdoor  Company,  Inc. 
of  Northern  California  to  expand  the  Transit  Shelter  Program  beyond 
the  minimum  level  of  350  shelters. 

Commissioner  Staten  said  that  she  supported  the  program  but  was 
concerned  about  the  design  of  the  seats  for  elderly  people.  She 
suggested  that  the  contractor  look  at  the  design  from  a  safety 
standpoint . 

Mr.  Dell  Jordan,   a  resident  of  Potrero  Hill,   said  that  there  was  a 
problem  with  the  location  of  certain  shelters,  specifically  the  one 
at  18th  and  Castro  Streets.     He  also  said  that  by  having  advertising 
on  the  shelter,   it  added  to  the  visual  litter  of  the  City. 

Mr.  Julius  Zamacoma  spoke  against  the  shelter  program  in  general  and 
cited  problems  with  the  seats,  graffiti  and  cleanliness. 

Commissioner  Staten  pointed  out  that  the  City  is  not  paying  for  the 
shelters.     The  advertising  revenue  pays  the  contractor  for  the 
installation  and  maintenance  of  the  shelters. 

President  Flynn  requested  that  staff  discuss  modification  of  the 
seats  with  the  contractor  and  report  back  to  the  Commission. 

******** 

Resolution  No.  88-0129  —  Allowing  the  apparent  low  bidder,  Alan 
Barreca,   Inc.,  to  be  relieved  of  their  bid  due  to  a  clerical  error; 
and  awarding  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-876  in  the  amount  of 
^595,645.55  to  Berrios  Construction  Company,   Inc.,  Contractor. 

Commissioner  Toupin  questioned  the  recommendation  to  award  to  the 
second  lowest  bidder  in  the  amount  of  $595,645.55  when  the  apparent 
low  bidder  bid  $573,750,   which  was  later  corrected  to  $544,050. 

Mr.  George  Krueger,  Utilities  General  Counsel,  stated  that  the  low 
bidder  would  not  accept  the  contract  at  $544,050  and  asked  to  be 
relieved  from  the  bid  due  to  a  clerical  error.     The  City  cannot  award 
the  contract  to  the  low  bidder  at  the  $573,750  because  the  figures  do 
not  total  that  amount . 

Commissioner  Toupin  asked  whether  it  would  cost  the  City  more  than 
the  $20,000  difference  between  the  apparent  low  bid  and  the  second 
low  bid  to  rebid  the  work.     Mr.  Donald  Keener,  Manager,  Utilities 
Engineering  Bureau,   replied  that  it  would  cost  more  than  that  in 
staff  time. 
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On  motion  of  commissioner   Buell,    seconded  by  Commissioner  Lee, 
Resolution  No,    88-0129  was  adopted,    awarding  the  contract   to  the 
second  low  bidder . 

******** 


THEREUPON  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED:      3:30  P.M. 


ROMAINE  A.  BOLDRIDGE 
Secretary 
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CITY    AND    eOUNXY    OF    SAN  FRANCISCO 


Resolution   No.       88-0103MR  4-12-88 

RESOLVED ,        That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager  of 
Public  Utilities,    the  Manager,    Bureau  of  Claims  and  Contracts;  thereof 
and  the  City  Attorney,    this  Commission  approved  and  hereby  requests  the 
Controller  to  allot  funds  and  to  draw  warrants  against  such   funds  as  are 
or  will  be  available  in  payment  of  claims  against  the  Municipal  Railway, 

Acdt.No.  Accident  PI/ 

Claimant  &  Prayer         Type  Date  PD  Settlement 

Non-litigated  Settlements 
None 

Litigated  Settlements 

Henry  G.    Lai  86B1645-1         2-7  6-17-87         A  $15,500.00 

$45,000. 00 

Judgments 

Tracy  M.   Vail,   Jr.  83B1971-2  1-3  6-28-84         A  32,925.86 

$Und.   Amt . 

(Settlement  includes  Costs  of  $425.86.) 


$48,425.86 


Total  Settlements:  (2) 
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I  hereby  certify  that  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  at  its  meeting  of  April  12,  1988. 


Romaine  A.   Boldridge,  Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

S8-0104 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED,       That  this  Commission  hereby  approves, 
in  accordance  with  Resolution  No.   77-0184,  adopted 
April  12,    1977,   payment  of  claims  in  the  amount  of 
$266,081.66   ,  made  by  the  Municipal  Railway,  month  of 
March,   1988,   per  Revolving  Fund  Direct  Payment  Nos.: 
CL0159,    CL0162,   CL0166,   CL0168,   CL0174,   CL0176,  and 
Direct  Payment  Nos.:     CL0173  and  CL0175, 


/  hereby  cerHfy  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

APRIL  12^^°^ 

at  its  meeting  of  .  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commifsiot 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


88-0X05 

RESOLUTION  Na  


RESOLVED,     That  this  Commission  on  the  recommendation  o£  the 
General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  Department  Managers 
and  the  City  Attorney,  hereby  approves  compromise  settlements 
Month  of  March  1988,   total  amount  billed:     $5,015.93  total 
compromise  settlement:     $1,602.58     and  approves  collections 
Month  of  March  1988,   amount  of     $6,903.99     for  payment  from 
miscellaneous  debtors,  per  lists  dated  March  31,  1988. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  APRIL  1  2  1988 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commissi/n 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0106 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby 
that   the   project  which    is   the   subject   of   thi s    resolution    has  been 
determined  by  the  Department  of  City  Planning  to  be  categorically  exempt 
as    class    Kb)    project    under    the    State    Guidelines    implementing  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  the  plans  and 
specifications  as  prepared  and  recommended  by  staff,  and  hereby 
authorizes  Bid  Call  as  follows: 

Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1993,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main 
Installation  in  Fulton  Street  between  Filmore  Street  and  Franklin  Street. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

„.    ,  APRIL     1^1983   . 

at  Us  meeting  of  ^  


Secretary. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CflY  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

6S-010V 

RESOLUrrON  Na  


WHEREAS,  Under  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1999,  the  damaged 
concrete  on  the  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam  Spillway  will  be  replaced 
and/or  repaired;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Chapter  3.22(a) 
of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  this  project  is  hereby 
determined  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  and  State  Guidelines  under  Class  l{b)  as  set  forth  in  the 
permanent  list  of  categorical  exemptions  adopted  by  the  City  Planning 
Commission  on  August  28,  1980  and  April  16,  1981;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  bid  call  for  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-1999,  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam  Spillway  - 
Concrete  Repairs. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of    APRIL      12  1988  


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

cm  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-OlOS 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  note 
that  the  project  which  is  the  subject  of  this  resolution  has  been 
determined  by  the  Department  of  City  Planning  to  be  categorically  exempt 
as  Class  1(b)  project  under  the  State  Guidel ines  implementing  tne 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  Bid  Cal 1  as 
fol lows: 

Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD- 1997,  8- Inch  Duct i le  Iron  Main 
Installation  in  Post  Street  between  Powell  Street  and  Market  Street. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  APRIL  11  JBSi  


Secretary, 


lities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  PHANC1SCO 

88~Ol03 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED.    That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby 
note  that  the  project  which  is  the  subject  of  this  resolution  has  been 
determined  by  the  Department  of  City  Planning  to  be  categorically  exempt 
as  a  class  1(b)  project  under  the  State  Guidelines  Implementing  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act,  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  Bid  Call  as 

fol lows  : 

Water  Department  Contract  No.  2011  -  Repaying  of  Street  and 
Sidewalk  Openings  for  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
for  the  Fiscal  Year  Ending  June  30,  1989. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  AERIL  1-2_1 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commisdon 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0110 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-1998,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Point  Lobos  Avenue.  Great  Highway  and  Balboa  Street  from  Cliff  House  to 
46th  Avenue  in  the  net  amount  of  $112,770  to  Ranger  Pipelines,  Inc.  and 
Interlane  General  Engineering.  A  Joint  Venture.  2010  Ocean  Avenue.  Suite 
E,  San  Francisco,  California  94127,  as  the  lowest  responsive  bidder  and 
rejects  all  other  bids  for  the  work. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  US  meeUn,  of  UgBLL  121988. 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  AND  COUNTT  OF  SAN  FJIANCISCO 

RESOLUnON  Na  


WHEREAS,  Bids  for  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 
WD-2004,  Electrical  Upgrade  -  425  Mason  Street  Building,  were  received 
and  opened  publicly  on  March  15,  1988;  and 

WHEREAS,  Implementation  of  bid  preferences  provided  for  in 
Ordinance  No.  139-84  (San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  12-D)  for 
Local  Busi  ness  and  for  Mi  nori  ty  or  Women  Bi  dders  resul  t  in  the 
determination  that  the  contract  be  awarded  to  Berries  Construction 
Company,  Inc. 

RESOLVED ,  That  thi  s  Commi  ssi  on  hereby  awards  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2004,  Electrical  Upgrade  -  425  Mason  Street  Building,  in 
the  amount  of  $99,386.00  to  Berrios  Construction  Company,  Inc.  1331  Evans 
Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94124  and  rejects  all  other  bids  for 
the  work. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  PubUc  Utilities  Commission 
„t  us  n^eetin,  of  APRIJ_^L2J9a8_ 


etarv,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


0672F 


Secretary, 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COIVIMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTV  OF  SAN  PRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


RESOLVED.  That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
Hatch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH-782,  Moccasin  Powerhouse  Tail  race 
Modifications  Phase  I  Bypass  Inlet  Structure,  as  satisfactorily  completed 
and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $8,620.64  to  the 
Contractor.  L.  F.  Genner  Construction,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

APRIL  lyob 

at  its  meeting  of — .  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  VomrnissfbrT 


0585F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

crrv  AND  couMTY  of  san  fhancisco 

88-0113 


RESOLUTION  No. 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH-657.  No.  5  Fulton  Line,  Van  Ness  Avenue  to 
Westerly  Terminus.  Trolley  Coach  Overhead  Reconstruction.  as 
satisfactorily  completed;  approves  Debit  Contract  Modification  No.  3  in 
the  amount  of  $1,281.32;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of 
$1,600.00  to  the  Contractor,  Kingston  Associates. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  oj   /l 


Secretary, 


litifn  Commission 


0694F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

crrr  ano  county  of  san  francisco 

88-0114 

RESOLUTION  No.  


MHFREAS    The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Energy 

Public  Utilities  commission,   is  responsible  for 
setHng  Pol  cy  and^directing  programs  for  energy  management 
within  the  public  and  private  sectors,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Civil  Service  Commission  hasconducted  a 
survey  for  this  single  position  (File  no.  1273  87), 

Muc.ppAq    The  Civil  service  Commission  has  as  a  result 

.......  ?K°'-»°-»'^r:rfiLsr::r^^ 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,    ,  APRIL     12 1988 

at  Us  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Public  Otilities  Commis/ton 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  AND  COUMTV  Of  SAN  FRANCISCO 


S8-0115 

RESOLUTION  Na  ^  


WHEREAS  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  delegated  the 
following  responsibilities  to  the  Deputy  General  Manager  and  Chief 
Engineer: 

1,  Recommend  selection  of  consultants, 

2,  Execution  of  consultant  agreements  and  modifications 
following  PUC  approval. 

3,  Recommend  award  of  construction  contracts, 

4  Execution  of  construction  contracts  and  construction 
contract  modifications  exceeding  $50,000  or  10  percent  of 
the  contract  value  following  PUC  approval;  and 

5  Execution  of  construction  contract  modifications  less  than 
$50,000  up  to  10  percent  of  the  contract  value;  and 

WHEREAS  The  Civil  Service  Commission  has  approved  a  request  by 
the  General  Manager  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  change  the 
title  "Deputy  General  Manager  and  Chief  Engineer"  to  Manager,  Utilities 
Engineering  Bureau";  and 

WHEREAS  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  desires  that  the  Manager, 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau,  be  authorized  to  exercise  the  same 
responsibilities  as  those  previously  exercised  by  the  Deputy  General 
Manager  and  Chief  Engineer;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  hereby  delegates 
the  fonowing  responsibilities  to  the  Manager,  Utilities  Engineering 
Bureau: 


1. 

Recommend  selection  of  consultants, 

2. 

Execution     of     consultant     agreements  and 
following  PUC  approval , 

modifications 

3. 

Recommend  award  of  construction  contracts. 

4. 

Execution     of     construction     contracts  and 
contract  modifications  exceeding  $50,000  or 
the  contract  value  following  PUC  approval,  and 

construction 
10  percent  of 

5. 

Execution  of  construction  contract  modifications  less  than 
$50,000  up  to  10  percent  of  the  contract  value. 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

f  APRIL  I2198i 

at  Its  meeting  of   — 


Secretary. 

0699F 


farv.  Public  Utilities  Com  miss  fon 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


Ciry  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


88-OllG 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  An  Agreement  between  the  City  and  DeLeuw,  Gather 
and  Company  was  entered  into  on  November  21,  1987  for  the 
completion  of  design  for  the  Muni  Harrison  Street  Facility  for 
the  articulated  motor  coach  fleet;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendments  No.  1  and  2  to  said  Agreement  were 
approved  by  Public  Utilities  Commission  on  April  28,  1987  and 
August  11,  1987,  respectively,  for  additional  design  services 
related  to  functional  and  operational  analyses,  and  for  changes 
in  the  facility  scope';  and 

WHEREAS,  It  has  been  determined  that  additional  engineering 
services  from  DeLeuw,  Gather  and  Company  during  the  construction 
phase  of  the  contract  are  required  to  assure  cost-effective  and 
timely  completion  of  the  Harrison  Street  Facility;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  now  necessary  to  further  amend  said  Agreement 
to  increase  the  scope  of  work  and  provide  compensation  for 
additional  engineering  support  services;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  Manager, 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau,  to  execute  Amendment  No.  3  to  said 
Agreement  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $715,965. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of 


APRIL  itn 


Secretary, 


Public  Utilities  Commiss, 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CtTV  AND  COUMTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-OllV 

RESOLUTION  No.  ^   ^ 


WHEREAS,  This  Commission,  by  its  Resolution  No.  87-0278,  adopted 
July  14,  1987,  authorized  the  Deputy  General  Manager  and  Chief  Engineer 
to  negotiate  and  execute  an  agreement  with  Leedshill-Herkenhoff ,  Inc. 
(Consultant)  for  an  amount  of  One  Hundred  Ten  Thousand  Dollars 
($110,000);  and. 


WHEREAS,  The  Consultant  has  determined  the  previously  developed 
structural  schemes  did  not  effectively  protect  Outlet  Tower  #2 
Footbridge  at  Lower  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Consultant  requests  the  existing  agreement  be  amended 
to  develop  an  alternative  scheme  and  to  finalize  the  design;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  Manager, 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  to  negotiate  and  execute  Amendment  No.  1  in 
the  amount  of  $5,315.00  to  complete  the  design  of  the  Footbridge  Upgrade 
to  Outlet  Tower  #2. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,  APRIL     12  1988. 

at  Its  meeting  of  — 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  CommissK>n 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTf  AND  COUMTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


88-OX18 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED/   that  on  recommendation  of  the  Acting  General 
Manager  of  Public  Utilities,   the  Acting  General  Manager  of  Hetch 
Hetchy  Water  and  Power,   and  the  City  Attorney,   this  Commission 
approves  and  hereby  requests  the  Controller  to  draw  a  warrant  in 
favor  of  Bernard  Ogbuagu  in  the  amount  of  $22,500.00,   in  full 
settlement  of  the  claim  against  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  arising 
from  personal  injury  and  property  damage  sustained  following  a 
vehicular  accident  at  Mission  Street  and  Anthony  Street,  on 
May  1,  1987. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of    APRIL      l2  1Qpq  , 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commis^on 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTrON  No.  88-0119 


WHEREAS,  The  Water  Department  owns  approximately  550  acres  of  land  In 
the  Pleasanton  area;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  land  is  no  longer  necessary  for  Water  Department 
purposes;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Coamiission  has  declared  this  property 
surplus  for  Water  Department  use;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Pleasanton  Joint  School  District  has  expressed  an 
interest  in  purchasing  25  acres  of  this  property;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission  requested  on  August  31,  1987  that  the  Real 
Estate  Department  enter  into  negotiations  with  the  Pleasanton  Joint  School 
District  for  sale  of  this  property;  and 

WHEREAS,  A  25  acre  site  suitable  for  use  by  the  Pleasanton  Joint 
School  District  as  a  Middle  School  has  been  identified;  and 

WHEREAS,  With  corresponding  public  easement,  the  total  acreage  is 
26.9  acres;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  independent  appraisal  of  the  property  was  conducted  that 
valued  the  property  at  $124,816  per  acre;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Pleasanton  Joint  School  Board  has  approved  the  purchase 
of  this  proprty;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Director  of  Real  Estate  is  recommending 
approval  of  the  attached  contract;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  authorizes  the  General 
Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to  execute  the  attached  contract  for  the  sale  of 
25  acres  of  surplus  Water  Department  property;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  requests  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
approve  this  contract. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  APRIL  12  198£ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


AGREEMENT    FOR    THE    SALE    AND    PURCHASE    OF    WEA.L  PROPERXV 


THIS  AGREEMENT  dat^d  this  March  *    1988   Is  by 

and  between  the  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO,   a  municipal 
corporation  (the  -City")  «nd  the  PLEASANTON  JOINT  SCHOOL 
DISTRICT.  ("Buyer") . 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  the  City  and  Buyer  agree  as  follows: 

1.  Agreement  of  t^^rcha5e  and  Sale 

The  City  agrees  to  sell  and  Buyer  agrees  to  purchase 
the  real  property  described  in  the  Deed  attached  as  Exhibit  "A" 

(■the  Property)  for  a  total  purchase  price  of  $.3,  120,  400  

(the  "Purchase  Price"). 

2.  Payment  of  Purchase  Price;  gacrow:  Closing 

The  Purchase  and  Sale  of  the  real  property  shall  be 

completed  as  follows: 

2.1      Buyer  shall  open  an  escrow  with  First  American  Title 
Guarantee  Company,  4725  First  Street,  Suite  110,  Pleasanton, 
California  94566  (the  "Title  Company")  within  ten  (10)  days  after 
the  execution  of  this  Agreement.    The  Escrow  shall  be  opened  upon 
deposit  with  the  Title  Company  of  one  (1)  fully  executed 
counterpart  of  this  Agreement.    The  purchase  and  sale  of  the  real 
property  shall  close  escrow  on  or  before  sixty  (60)  days  after 
the  effective  date  of  the  "Ordinance"  as  described  in  Section  (4) 
herein,  unless  extended  by  written  agreement  of  the  parties. 
This  Agreement  shall  constitute  escrow  instructions  to  the  Title 
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real    property;    providacS,     howe  v«  r.    Buyer    mnd    the   City  shall 
•xecute   8uch   oupp 1 Bman t a ry   inetructiona   as  may  be   necessary  to 
carry  out  the  terms  of  this  Agreement  or  as  may  be  reasonably 
requested  by  the  Title  Company  prior  to  the  Closing  Date. 

2.2  On  or  before  the  Closing  Date,  instruments  in  respect 
of  the  purchase  and  sale  shall  be  deposited  in  escrow  by  the  City 
and  Buyer  as  follows; 

(a)  The  City  shall  deposit  the  Deed  duly  executed  by 
the  City  in  recordable  form  sufficient  to  convey  the  real 

property  to  Buyer. 

(b)  The  Buyer  shall  deposit  the  full  amount  of  the 

-purchase  price"  payable  to  the  City  in  the  amount  of  Three  million, 

'  hundred 
one-hundred  twenty  thousand,    four'    _   ($  3,120,400  ). 

2.3      After  all  of  the  foregoing  have  been  deposited  by  the 

City  and  Buyer,  and  the  Title  Company  is  prepared  to  issue  its 

policy  of  Title  Insurance  in  accordance  with  Section  3.2,  the 

Title  Company  shall: 

(a)  Deliver  Buyer's  check  constituting  the  purchase 

price  to  the  City. 

(b)  Record  the  City's  Deed  to  the  real  property  and 
instruct  the  County  Recorder  to  deliver  the  Deed  to  Buyer. 

2.4      Buyer  and  City  shall  share  equally  expenses  of  escrow 
and  closing,  including,  without  limitation,  all  fees  for  the 
recording  of  the  Deed,  the  escrow  fee  and  all  transfer  taxes,  if 
any;  provided,  however,  that  Buyer  alone  shall  pay  for  the 
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Company . 

2.5       The  following   shall  be  prorated  between  SeH»r  and 
Buyer  on  the  basis  of  •  thirty  day  month  as  of  the  date  on  which 
escrow  closes:     real  property  taxes,  •pecial  assessments  and/or 
interest  thereon,  and  rental  payments,  if  any,  paid  by  the 
permittee  under  the  Land  Use  Permit,  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit 

"-2.6      Buyer  shell  advise  the  Title  Company  prior  to  the 
close  of  escrow  of  the  manner  in  which  title  shall  vest. 
3  ,        Title  and  Easement 

3.1     The  City  shall  convey  title  to  the  subject  Property 
by  Deed  without  warranty,  or  Quitclaim  Deed,  at  Buyer's  option, 
excepting  and  reserving  therefrom  an  easement  and  right  of  way, 
over  a  twenty  foot  wide  strip  along  the  entire  easterly  frontage 
of  the  Property  for  the  purpose  of  Ingress  and  egress  to  present 
or  future  uses  which  may  be  located  o^t^e^C^ty^ 
parcel  as  generally  shown  on  Exhibit  V^"/  lo'J^ted  to  the  South, 
and  adjacent  to,  the  Property  ('remainder  parcel*);  said  easement 
is  hereby  made  appurtenant  to  and  shall  run  with  the  City's 
remainder  parcel  until  such  time  as  a  regularly  dedicated  street 
constructed  to  City  standards  shall  furnish  equivalent  means  of 
ingress  and  egress  over  said  Property.    The  City  agrees  to 
cooperate  with  Buyer  in  Buyer's  efforts,  if  any,  to  assure  the 
title  is  good  and  marketable  title. 

3.2      The  Title  Company  shall  issue  to  Buyer  a  standard 
coverage  policy  of  title  insurance  which  at  Buyer's  election 
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the    ■mount    of    the    Purchase    Price    showing    m«rVe table,  insurable 
title   to   the   subject   property  vested   in  Buyer   .ub^ect   to  the 
exceptions  noted  in  the  Title  Report  .nd  accepted  by  the  Buyer. 
If  Buyer  makes   •  timely  objection  to  my  exception,    and  the 
•xception  is  not  eliminated  within  10  days  of  the  Seller's 
receipt  of  the  objection,  this  contract  shall  be  terminable  at 
the'option  of  the  Buyer  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  hereof, 

^-3,3      The  City  shall  make  •  good  faith  effort  to  deliver 
possession  of  the  property  to  Buyer  irr^ediately  upon  close  of 
escrow.    The  City  has  delivered  the  ninety  (90)  day  termination 
notice  to  the  permittee  under  the  Land  Use  Permit,  attached 
hereto  as  -  Exhibit -"C. Buyer -agr.es -to  assume  all  -  costs , -if  -  any, 
to  terminate  permittee's  rights  to  harvest  growing  crops,  if  any, 
within  six  (6)  months  of  the  date  of  the  termination  notice, 
pursuant  to  paragraph  35  of  the  Land  Use  Permit. 
4.       rondifions  to  the  City's  obligations 

The  obligation  of  the  City  to  complete  this 
transaction  pursuant  to  this  Agreement  is  subject  to  the 
satisfaction,  at  or  before  the  Closing,  of  the  following 
condition:    Approval  in  the  form  of  an  adopted  Resolution  by  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  and 
the  enactment  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  approval  by  the 
Mayor  of  the  City  of  an  Ordinance  authorizing  the  sale  and 
transfer  of  the  property. 
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transaction   put»u.nt   to   this  Agreement   is   subject   to  the 
B.tlsfsction,   .t  or  before  the  Closing,   of  the  following 
concJitions:     Buyer",  .pprov.l  o£  any  Property  Investigation 
Reports  prepared  pursuant  to  the  -Addendum  to  Real  Estate 
Purchase  Agreement  Be:    Hazardous  Materials  Reports  and  Property 
investigations,-  "Addendum"  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  "B"  and 
incorporated  by  reference  as  l£  fuUy  aet  forth  as  herein. 
6.       siibseouent  Riahta  and  ObUqations 

6.1     Option  to  Repurchase 

If,  despite  rsasonable  efforts,  Buyer  is  unable  to 
substantially  initiate  construction  of  a  new  school  (excluding 
grading,  but  including  foundation  work)  on  the  subject  property 
within  two  (2)  years  after  the  effective  date  of  the  Ordinance, 
the  City  shall  have  the  sole  option  to  repurchase  the  subject 
property,  in  its  original  condition,  for  a  period  of  180  days 
following  the  close  of  the  initial  two-year  period,  in 
consideration  for  the  payment  of  a  sum  equal  to  the  Purchase 
price,  aa  of  the  effective  date  of  the  Ordinance,  adjusted 
annually  on  the  anniversary  date  of  the  effective  data  of  the 
Ordinance  ("anniversary  date")  during  the  two  year  option  period, 
by  a  percentage  adjustment  equal  to  the  rate  of  interest  earned 
by  the  Local  Agency  Investment  Fund  (LAIF),  maintained  by  the 
State  Treasurer,  P.O.  Box  942809,  Sacramento,  CA  94209-0001 
(•percentage  adjustment-);  provided,  however  that  if  the 
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price    will    be    tho    lat:e3t:     anniversary    date    v«luat.i.on    plvjs  tV\e 

pe  rcen t  age   adjus  t men t   during    the  twelve   <12)   calendar  months 
•ndin^  on  the  anniversary  imnedlately  preceding  the  conveyance 
date,   proc8tec3  on  an  annualired  basis  for  the  number  of  days 
elapsed  from  the  latest  anniversary  date  to  the  reconveyance 
date.     Said  property  shall  be  reconveyed  free  and  cleat  of  all 
liens  and  encumbrances,  except  any  title  exceptions  which  existed 
upon~?i6se  Of  escrow  when  the  Buyer  assumed  title  to  said 
property',  which  option  to  repurchase  shall  be  assignable  by  City, 
at  City's  sole  discretion. 

6,2      Completion  of  Case  Street 

 ^  .*Xf.t-h9  Buyep-^ubstdfttially  Initiates  construction  of 

a  new  school  within  two  (2)  years  after  the  effective  date  of  the 
Ordinance  as  provided  in  paragraph  6.1  above,  then  the  Buyer  will 
assume  an  affirmative  obligation  to  complete,  and  dedicate,  Case 
Street  to  the  City  Engineer's  standards,  in  order  to  extend  Case 
Street  along  the  easterly  frontage  of  the  Property  to  the 
southern  Property  line  bordering  the  City's  remainder  parcel. 

7.        No  Warranties.    Buyer  acknowledges  that  Buyer  ia 
purchasing  the  property  "as  is,"  solely  in  reliance  on  Buyer's 
own  investigation,  and  that  no  representations  or  warranties  of 
any  kind  whatsoever,  express  or  implied,  have  been  made  by  the 
City,  or  City's  agents,  with  respect  to  the  property  or  its 
fitness  for  any  purpose.     Buyer  further  acknowledges  that  as  of 
the  close  of  escrow  Buyer  will  be  aware  of  all  zoning 
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conditions,     end    otHer    matters     aCfactlng    the    use    « nc3    condition  oC 

the  property   and   agrees   to  purchase  the  property   in  the  condition 
that  it  Is  in  at  close  of  escrow,   subject  only  to  Buyer's  right 
to  terminate  as  otherwise  provided  herein. 

a,         Indeninification.     Buyer  agrees  that  if,  upon 
accaptance  of  the  Propecty  Investigation  Report  (prepared 
pursuant  to  th€  Addendum  attached  hereto  a3  Exhibit  "B"),  Buyer 
waives  its  right  of  termination  as  provided  in  paragraph  3  of 
said  Addendum,  then  Buyer  will  indemnify,  hold  harmless,  and 
defend  the  City,   its  officers,  directors,  employees,  and  agents 
(collectively  -Indemnities")  against  all  claims,  demands,  losses, 
liabilities,  costs  and  expenses,  including  attorneys*  fees 
(collectively  "Liabilities")  imposed  upon  or  accruing  against 
Indemnities  as  actual  and  direct  costs  of  investigatory  or 
remedial  action  required  by  any  Government  Authority  having 
jurisdiction  or  as  damages  to  third  persons  for  personal  injury 
or  property  damage  arising  from  the  existence  of  Harardous 
Material  at  the  subject  Property,  as  those  terms  are  defined  in 
paragraph  1  of  said  Addendum. 

Such  Liabilities  shall  include,  without  limitation:  (i) 
injury  or  death  to  any  person,  (ii)  damage  to  or  loss  of  use  of 
any  other  property;  (iii)  the  cost  of  any  demolition  and 
rebuilding  of  the  improvements  on  the  Property,  repair,  or 
remediation  and  the  preparation  of  any  closure  or  other  activity 
required  by  any  Governmental  Authority;  and  (iv)  any  lawsuit 
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governmental    order    rvlating    to    th«    pr«senc« .    disposal,     release  or 

threatened   release  of  any  Hazardous  Material  on,    f  rom  o c  under 
the  Property. 

9 .  Miscellaneous 

3.1       Survival  of  Covenants.     Each  of  the  representations, 
warranties,  and  covenants  contained  in  this  Agreement  shall 
survive  the  Closing. 

9.^      Successors  and  Assigns.    This  Agreement  shall  be 
binding  upon  and  inure  to  the  benefit  of  each  of  the  parties  and 
their  respective  successors  *nd  assigns. 

9.3  Captions .    The  captions  in  this  Agreement  are 
insarted-oniy  .as  a  matter  -Of  convenience,  and  (or  reference  and  in 
no  way  define  the  scope  or  the  extent  of  this  Agreement  or  the 
construction  of  any  provision. 

9.4  Counterparts .    This  Agreement  may  be  executed  in  any 
number  of  counterparts,  all  of  which  taken  together  shall 
constitute  one  and  the  same  instrument. 

9.5  Time.     Time  is  of  the  essence  of  this  Agreement. 

9.6  Entire  Agreement;  Amendments.    This  Agreement,  and 
the  Exhibits  thereto,  embodies  the  entire  agreement  and 
understanding  between  the  parties  relating  to  the  subject  matter 
and  may  not  be  amended,  waived  or  discharged,  except  by  an 
instrument  in  writing  executed  by  the  party  against  which 
enforcement  of  such  amendment,  waiver  or  discharge  is  sought. 
This  Agreement  supersedes  all  prior  agreements  and  memoranda 
relating  to  its  subject  matter, 
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Agreement    aa    of    the    date    m«ntione<3    in    cne    Clcsti  paca^^rapVt 


The  City: 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF   SAN  FRANCISCO, 

a  municipal  corporation 


Byr 


'Anthony  J 
Di  recto 


eUiCchT" 
Property 


Buyer: 


PLEASANTON  SCHOOL  DISTRICT 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 

CITY  ATTORNEY 
LOUISE  H.  RENNE 


sy '  1   

Deputy  City  Attorney 


BEVeRLY  M  ANGLIN 

NOTARY  PUBLIC  CALIFORNIA 

My  comm.  axpifes  S3P  12,  1989 


4/01/88 


s  >  I  s  J 


9  iii:C' 
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EXHIBIT  A  (DEED)  WILL  BE  FORWARDED  BY  THE  DIRECTOR  OF  PLANNING 
AND  DEVELOPMENT. 


ADDENDUM   TO  REAL   ESTATE   PURCHASE  AGREEMENT 
HE:      HAZARDOUS  HATERIALS  REPORTS 
AND  PROPERTY  INVESTIGATIONS 

This  Addendum  dsted      3/  29/  88  ,  i«  m»de  to  that  certtin 

Agr«ement  For  Th«  Sale  •nd  Purchase  of  Real  Property  (the 
■Purchase  Agreement")  dated     3/29/88  by  and  between  City 

•nd  County  of  San  Francisco  ('City")  and  The  Plcasanton  School 
District  ("Buyer"). 

1.       pef tnitiona. 

a.  "Property"  is  defined  as  that  real  property  as 
described  in  the  Deed  attached  as  Exhibit  A  to  the  Purchase 
Agreement.    For  purposes  of  thla  Addendum,  "Property"  is  further 
defined  to  include  all  itructures,  fixtures,  tranaf ormeri , 
underground  atorage  tanks,  soil,  groundwater  and  surface  water 
at,  in,  on  or  under  the  Property  defined  in  the  Purchase 
Agreement . 

b.  "Haxardoua  Material*"  refer*  to  any  iubstance, 
waste,  or  material  determined  by  any  state,  federal  or  local 
goyernment  authority  to  be  capable  of  posing  a  ri.k  of  injury  to 
health,  .afety  and  property,  including  but  not  limited  to  all 
substances ,  wastes  and  materials  deaignated  or  defined  as 
h.t.rdouB,  e.tremely  hazardous  or  toxic  pursuant  to  Section  311 
of  the  Clean  Water  Act,  33  U.6.C.  §1331:  Section  1004  of  the 
Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery  Act.  4:  U.S.C.  S6903;  Section 
101  of  the  Comprehen.iv.  Environmental  Response,  Compensation  and 
Liability  Act,  42  U.S.C.  $9601:  Section  25140  of  the  Ha.ardou, 
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J5316   Of    the   C»rpenter-Pr«»l»»-T«nn«i    H«.»raouB   8ub»t.nc=   >.c  =  o^nt 
Act,   C.l.   He.lth  »  S.fety  Co<S«  525316;    Section  2SS01  of  the 
H.t.rdou,  M.teri.l6  Bele.Be  R«pon,e  Pl.n.  .nd  Inventory  Law. 
C.l.  He.Uh  t.  S.f.ty  Cod.  S2"01;  ot  Section  J52B1  o£  the 
C.lifotnl.  l.w  regarding  underground  storage  of  hazardous 
.ubst.nces,  C.l.  He.Uh  ,  Saf.ty  Code  525231:  »  well  .s  .sbestos 

•nd  petjECi«u">- 

c.  "Haiardous  Material  R.ports*  refers  to  .11 

Studies,  r'eports,  .n.lyses.  information,  data,  or  written  records 

in  seller -s  possession  regarding  the  presence  of  H.»rdous 

Kiterials  »t  or  near  the  Property. 

a.  -property  Investigation"  refers  to  ectivitles 
conducted  by  Buyer,  it.  .,.nts.  consultant-  or  employees  pursuant 
to  F.r.gr.ph  3  Of  this  Addendum,  including  d.ta  collection, 
analysis,  .nd  interpretation,  and  the  preparation  of  .  Property 

Investigation  Report. 

-property  Investigation  Report"  refer,  to  .  report 

„ttin,  forth  the  .nalytic.l  results  .nd  interpretative 
conclusions  of  a  Property  Investigation. 

t.  -Additional  property  Investigation"  refers  to 
.ctivities  conducted  by  sn  independent  consultant  pursusnt  to 
P.ragr.ph  .  of  this  Addendum,  including  data  collection,  analyses 
...  int.rpret.tion.  .nd  the  prep.r.tion  of  an  Additional  Property 

Investigation  Report. 

-  .xddition.l  property  investig.tion  Report  refer. 

to  .  report  setting  forth  the  an.lytic.l  result,  snd 


1 1 1  ij 


j>.    -cioming-    is   aetlneO   in   Section   2   ot   the  Pur:;  »se 

Asr**m*nt . 

2  .  Inv«»tlqitlon  Bv  Buy«r. 

Scop«  of  Invitlqitlon.     Buy«r  »h»ll,  tt  it«  tole 
expense.  ui.dertiVe  •  Property  InvestiQation  to  determine  the 
nature  »tiA  extent  of  any  Hatardous  Materials  present  it  or  near 

the  Property. 

b.  ^rr^n'L  to  PropcrtY.    Throuflhout  the  period  for 
investigation  described  in  6ubpar.9r.ph  3.c.  below,  Buyer  and  its 
designated  agents,  consultants  or  employees  .hall  have  a  right  of 
access  to  the  Property  during  mutually  agreed-upon  hour,  to 
perform  a  Property  Inv.stlg.tlon.    The  Property  Investigation  m.y 
include,  but  is  not  limited  to,  .oil,  groundwater,  .nd  other 
engineering  or  geological  tests  or  phy.ic.l  In.pection.  .s 
nece.sary  to  determine  the  nature  and  extent  of  any  H.t.rdous 
M.teri.H  at  or  ne.r  the  Property. 

c.  geriod  fo_r  lnve«tiga_tion-  Property 
investigation  und.rt.Ken  by  Buyer  pursu.nt  to  this  P.r.gr.ph 
.h.ll  t.Ke  place  within  the  e.crow  period  or  120  d.y.  following 
the  opening  of  escrow,  whichever  period  is  longer. 

a.  Eonitorlna.bi_Uller.    The  City  may.  at  its  sol. 
option,  observe  and  monitor  any  Property  Investigation  activities 
undert.Ken  by  Buyer,  it.  agent.,  con.ultant.  or  e-ployees  and 
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c.    p«livefY  of  F»port»   to   S«ller.      Buyer  shall 
provide  to  the  City  copies  of  ill  fi.ld  <Jtti.   field  repoits, 
l.boritoty  •n«lys«8,   l»bor»tory  reports,  •nd  bII  other  •nalyses 
or  reports,   including  the  Property  Investigition  Report  prepared 
by  or  provided  to  Buyer  ds  pirt  of 'tha  Property  Investigstion. 
Such'iata,  •n.lyses  •nd  reports  .haU  be  provided  to  the  City  as 
loon  as  they  are  made  avaiUbla  to  Buyer. 

3.       RnYor-a  Bight  to  Terminate  Purchase  Agreement. 
In  the  event  that  the  Harardous  Materiali  Report  and/or  the 
Property  Investigation  Report  reveal  the  presence  of  Haiirdous 
Materials  at  or  near  the  Property  in  quantities  or  concentrations 
unacceptable  to  Buyer,  Buyer  ahaU  have  the  right  to  terminate 
upon  written  notice  to  the  City  at  any  tin*  up  until  the  close  of 
•scrow. 

4.       The  City'a  Option  to  Beoueat  Additional  Property; 
;nveBtiqation. 

Bcope  Of  Inveatication.    Upon  notice  of  Buyer's 
intent  to  terminate  the  Purchase  Agreement  under  Paragraph  3 
above,  the  City  may  request,  at  its  sole  option,  that  an 
independent  consultant  r.vie-  the  Hatardou.  Materials  Reports  and 
Property  Investigation  Report  and  conduct  an  Additional  Property 
investigation.    The  Additional  Property  Inveatigation  .hall 
consist  of  Buch  further  investigative  and  analytical  work  a.  the 
City  approves  to  provide  a  second  assessment  of  the  e.t.nt  and 
nature  of  Hasardou.  Materials  at  or  near  the  Property,  including 


geological   tests   or   phys lc« 1    ln»p»ct  ions , 

b.  Coat .     The  cost  of  the  Additional  Property 
investigation,   including  the  independent  consulttnf ■  fees  tnd 
•xpenses,  •hill  be  borne  by  the  City. 

c.  Effect  on  guver't  ftiqt^t  to  Termimte.     If  the  City 
•lects  to  have  an  independent  consultant  conduct  an  Additional 
Propert^.lnvestigation  under  this  Paragraph.  Buyer's  right  to 
terminate  ^he  Purchase  Agreement  shall  not  take  effect  until 
completion  end  delivery  of  the  Additional  Property  Investigation 
Report  to  the  City  and  Buyer. 

5,  {iondisclQSur_e. 

Meither  the  contents  of  the  Haiardous  Materials  Reports  nor 
the  results  of  any  Property  Investigation  activities  conducted 
under  Paragraph  :  above.  Including  but  not  limited  to  the 
contents  of  the  Property  Investigation  Report,  nor  the  results  of 
any  Additional  Property  Investigation  ictivities  conducted  under 
Paragraph  4  above,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  contents  of 
the  Additional  Property  Investigation  Report,  shall  be  disclosed 
by  Buyer  or  its  agents,  consultants  or  employees  to  any  third 
party  until  the  City  has  had  an  opportunity  to  review  and  corronent 
upon  any  reports  or  reaults.  for  a  period  of  seven  days  after 
receipt  of  said  reports  or  results  from  the  Buyer.  The 
provision,  of  this  Paragraph  shall  survive  any  termination  of  the 
Purchase  Agreement  or  this  Addendum. 
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"  :.  .  ...  -  - """" " 

■uch  consultant         »  i  a    ^r.  *-he 

»hfl  City*  attorneys  and,  to  the 
,e,ue.t  c.  .ot.  Buyer.  -  .orK  p.o.uct  of 

,„n«t  e.ent  ...iUe^       I.--  ^^^^^^^^^ 
Koth  Buyer-,  .nd  the  City,  .ttorneys  .nd  constitu 
both  Buyer  .tudie..  dit..  r.porta, 

.ttorney/caient  co^ic.txon..  Buch 

.  .       ,h.ll  b«  transferred  .mon,  Buyer  .nd  the 
.nawses  »nd  writings  sh'l* 

it.nt.  .nd  represenftivs  in  .  m.nner  th.t 
ritv  ind  th«ii  conauUanta  ano  f»k'* 

^  preserve  the  attorney/client  and 

will,  to  the  extent  potsible.  preaer 

worK-product  privileges. 
7  Coraifttensi' 

.<  ..i.  - 

thii  Addendum  ahall  control. 
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IN  WITNESS 


WHEREOF"    th«    duly    author  i  «e<3    r«pt«»ent»tiv«»  of 


)e  parties  h«ve  emecuted  thi.  Addendum  thl» 


d»y 


8S. 
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city  tnd  Count^f^an  Frtnclacoi 


II  ^ 


By:    Anthony  J.  D^Lucchi  _ 

T<»Tr    Dirtctor  of  Property 


Ple»»anton  School  District: 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 

CITY  ATTORNEY 
LOUISE  H.  REKKE 

^' — Deputy  City  Attorney 


Title: 


Df^'ERLY  M  ANGLIN 

NOTARY  PUBLIC  -  CALIFORNIA 

ALAMEDA  cou::rY 
My  comm.  expires  SIP 
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SAhJ   FRANCISCO   WATER  DEPAr^TMENT 

LAND  USE  PERMIT 

Purtuont  eo  .ulhorlty  Jtranted  by  U,e  PubUc  UtlllUM  Commle.ion.  pennlwlon  U  hen-by  gnmted  to 


a  IRIS  BEFA'IT.IS 
425  Riin  Street 
Pleasaiiton,  CA  94566 


(hrrclnofler  callcJ  -Pcrn.H.ce-)  lo  occupy  ond  udlize  .ho  foIlowlnR  dcicrlbH  porccl  or  premise  owned  by  U.a  City 
Ilia  Colay  or  San  Fra:Kl,co  (her^lnaller  called  -City")  an  under  jurisdiction  of  th.  Water  Department: 

A  portion  o£  Parcel  69  in  Aloinpcia  County  as  described  in  deed  from  Spring  Valley 

Water  Cmiipany  Lo  Uie  Cit7  daf-xl  arid  recorded  Hircli  3,  1930  in  Volime  2350  of 

Official  Iteoords,  Alameda  County  at  Paye  1;  said  portions  being  described  as 
follcws: 

PAPCEL  "A" 

Parcel  "A"  being  bounded  on  the  nortii  by  the  soutJierly  line  of  the  Bemal  Avenue 
Realignment  rigJit  of  way:  on  the  east  by  the  property  lines  of  the  City  of  Pleasanton 
and  U\G  rtjman  Catholic  .^jrclibishop  of  San  Francisco;  on  the  west  by  the  easterly  line 
of  the  Western  Pacific  Railroad  right  of  way:  on  the  soutii  by  the  northerly  line  of 
the  Aiajieda  County  Flood  Control  Qiannel  riglit  of  way;  containijig  43  acres,  more  or 
less; 

PARCEL  "B" 


Parcel  "B"  being  bounded  on  the  north  by  the  southerly  lijie  of  the  Alancda  Flood  Cbn- 
trol  Channel  rigiit  of  way;  on  tJie  east  by  the  westerly  line  of  the  SouUiem  Pacific 
Railroad  right  of  way;  on  Uie  west  by  Uie  easterly  liJie  of  the  Western  Pacific  Rail- 
road right  of  way;  on  the  souUi  by  the  easterly  line  of  Freeway  Route  680  right  of 
way;  containing  42  acres,  more  or  less. 

Said  parcels  are  shown  on  San  Francisco  Water  Dej^arbrr^t  Drawing  Md.  B-4270-2,  oon- 
taiaing  a  toual  of  85  acres,  nore  or  less,  attadied  hereto  and  mace  a  part  hereof. 


lor  Uie  purpose  of    dry  farming  cind  livestock  pasturing. 


TliU  permit  l9  granlcd  subject  to  Uic  (ollowtng  condlllons: 

,...,.11-  ^-,r,.it  el.ntl  IiproMif  eflecllve  w+ien  the  Public  Ulllltlea  Cora- 

'^-Ti^zz::^:^;^:^::'::^  i;:::^:.:";;:  r.Ue. . ...  .  run.,... . ... 

3   The  u.e    ■.M,or,.e,i  by        P.rn,..  I,  llmi.ed  .olely  .o  U.e  purpo.e,  .e.  forth  h-ln  -d.  «c.pt  „  «pr.«,y 
Lre"  provided.  con,ln.cUon,  .xc.vaUon  or  Ir.s.oL.Uon  oi  ..ruclure.     no,  .ulhor,.«l 

.   ■      1      ^    m^nr  nr  nniDlovcc  Ihcfcof  ihftll  !>«  held  responsible  or  Ilabla  lof 

'  d^;;:;::  ^rL:;;rZrr;;Tr  "pe::uVL^:::n:d  ^ciz  o., pr..^  .o..^ .m.. 

^1.1^1.  orto<l  »in(l  BlEhllv  condition,  bo  far  aJ  the  »ajne  m&y  M 
5.   PfrmUlee  sholl  nt  all  tlinci  keep  Cliy'i  Undi  bi  good  aiiH  Bigniiy 

levted  by  Pemilttee'i  operation  hereunder.  ,      ^        ,   .  ..„^.r  Per- 

.     S.  .  ...e  .e„.  C„.  U,.H>u.e,  .d  -vM,.  .  -c,.^ 

mittee  will  pay  to  CUy  sudi  reaBoimblc  ottonicys  lees  a»  j 

coBli  of  tucli  QcLlon. 


EXHIBIT  C 


F-3940-1 


7  PermJtlee  ihall,  on  receipt  of  notice  to  cJo  »o  and  wUhln  sui-h  rcBSotinl.le  lime  limits  ns  mny  \>c  fUed  by  anld 
notice  oirer  or  remove  at  his  own  exp^-nse  any  of  his  ImprovemcnU,  ptanllnRS,  or  other  property  to  auch  ex- 
tent OS  Jnay  l>e  required  to  avol.l  Interference  wUh  nny  of  Clly  a  pipe,  power  lines,  or  other  •truclurea  now  or 
hereafter  to  b«  constructed,  wJOi  the  mafnlenance  thereof,  or  with  any  other  operallom  or  land  use  by  City. 
In  U>«  event  Pernilllee  falls  to  niter  or  remove  any  of  his  Improvements,  planllnr.s,  or  other  property  within 
Ihe  lime  Hmit  ipeclHed  In  Bflid  notice,  flnid  Improvement.,  planflnga,  or  other  property  may  be  r*maved  by  Oty. 
the  reosoMoble  expense  of  whlcli  iliall  be  paid  to  Cily  by  rcrnUttco. 
S  In  Ihe  event  of  ai,y  emergency  City  may,  at  ils  aole  option  and  wlU.o.it  notice.  »Hcr.  remove  or  prt>tect  at  Per- 
mIKee-.  expense,  any  Improvemer.U.  pIru.ll/.Ba.  or  other  properly,  except  utility  facilltle.  owned  efUier  by  • 
Tr  vate  compa..y  or  a  public  agency.  On  notice  that  nn  emergency  exIsU,  owner,  of  utility  faclIH  e^  at  U.e)r 
own  expense,  mult  take  immediate  ocUon  to  protect,  remove  or  relocate  tuch  facllltlei  as  required  to  me«t 
the  emergency. 

g  PermlKce  ahall  be  responslbte  and  liable  for  any  and  dII  domnge  to  ai/i  itruclurei  or  property,  due  dlr*cUy 
or  Indirectly  to  Pemilttee's  occupation  and  use  of  Clly  Inxds  pursuant  to  this  permit,  and  »hoII  promptly  pay 
nny  Just  claim  therefor.  Permittee  nhall  assume  the  defense  of  and  Indemnify  and  lave  harmleM  Uic  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco.  Iti  Public  Utllltlci  ComnilMlon.  olHcer*.  and  employee*  from  all  clalmj,  low.  Ilena. 
damage  Injury  and  liability  of  every  kind,  nature  rmd  description.  dlrecUy  or  Indlrt^rtly  ariilng  from  Permlt- 
tw'n  'Tcupatlon  -nd  uic  of  City  lands  pursuant  to  Uils  permit  regardless  of  responilblUty  for  negligence. 

10.  Any  gardenlnr       Intidacoplng  ihnU  be  Ilinlled  to  low  growing  shrubs,  gross  or  planU.  Planting  of  tree*  on 
pll>ellne  or  tlcctrlc  lino  rights  y(-woy  Is  expressly  not  perniltlwl. 

11.  To  the  extent  Ihol  any  special  condlllons  set  forth  herein  conflict  with  or  are  Inconsistent  with  the  printed  . 
conditions,  lha  special  condlUons  shall  prevail, 

12  In  the  event  Oie  purpose  of  this  permit  Is  to  allow  Permittee  to  Install  utility  fsclMtles  underground  acroM 
City's  premises  the  clear  distance  between  Oie  bottom  of  Permittee's  Installation  and  the  top  of  Ot/s  cxJiling 
and  proposed  future  water  lines  shall  not  be  less  Uian  six  Inches  and  PermJUee'i  said  Installation  shall  be  placed 
•  at  an  approximately  constant  yrade  for  the  entire  croaslng. 
"^13  In  the  event  the  purpose  of  this  permit  U  to  allow  Permittee  to  Install  utility  facllltlei  underground  acroti 
City's  premises.  Permittee  shall  prt)perly  mark  the  alignment  of  Ihc  underground  Installation  with  witneo 
posts. 

14.  All  conditions  of  this  permit  are  subject  !o  periodic  review. 

15.  Uiis  permit  coiiinences  ttov3Tt)er  1,  1985,  and  supersedes  previous  permit  granted 
to  Permittee  dated  January  1,  1982. 

16.  Permittee  shall  pay  to  the  Oiief  Accountant,  Son  Francisco  Water  Department, 
Rxin  600,  425  fAason  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94102,  a  permit  fee  of 
$3,400.00  per  annum  for  85  +  acres,  payable  in  semi-annual  installments  of 
$1,700.00  in  advance  of  Novarber  1st  and  ftey  1st,  oonrrencing  ttovenber  1,  1985, 

17.  Permittee  shall  pay  to  the  City,  prior  to  t±ie  conmencesmnt  date  of  this  permit, 
a  deposit  equal  to  six  nontihs '  permit  fee  to  guarantee  porforTiaiK^e  of  Uie  tenrs 
and  conJitions  of  this  permit,  including,  but  not  limited  Ilo,  obligations  for 
permit  fees,  for  repair  of  dajiage  to  Uie  property  caused  by  Permittee,  or  for 
cleaning  the  property  upon  tenuination  of  Uic  permit  privilege.    Such  portions 
of  Uie  deposit  as  are  not  expended  by  City  for  Uie  p-irposes  specified  above,  or 
for  otJier  proper  purxxises,  slvUl  be  returned  to  Pennittee  after  termination  of 
the  permit, 

ahe  pre-determination  of  the  aiiount  of  deposit  provided  for  above  shall  not  be 
interpreted  as  being  a  limitation  upon  Uie  ultimate  liability  of  Permittee  to 
City  for  any  obligation  arising  under  Uiis  permit,  and  Uie  Pennittee  hereby  ac- 
knowledyes  responsibility  to  pay  City  any  airount  additional  to  sucli  dG[X)sit  as 
nay  be  recjuired  to  canpensate  City  for  Permittee's  breacJi  of  any  obligation 
created  by  Uiis  ijennit. 

18.  Pei-mittee  shall  perform  skillfiilly  and  efficiently  the  ix2cos*iary  acts  in  con- 
nection wiUi  Uie  farm  operations,  includijiy  controlling  of  weeds  and  pests. 

19.  Pennittee  sHill  install  drain  ditdies  and  control  barriers  pronptly  Mienever  it 
becaies  necessary  to  limit  darage  from  erosion, 

20.  Permittee'  agrees  bo  maintain  in  good  repair  at  its  own  oxix^iso  U>o  boundary  fences 
and  gates  on  the  premises . 

21.  Permittee  shall  not  ccnmit  any  waste  on  praaises  nor  suffer  any  waste  to  be  ccrr- 
mitted  thereon. 

22.  City  liereby  disclaijiB  any  warranty  of  soil  suitability  for  Permittee's  use. 

23.  City  shall  not  be  liable  or  responsible  for  any  personal  or  property  cUirage  to 
Permittee  due  to  any  cause  wfiatsoever,  including,  but  not  limited  to  POi  spills 
onto  Uie  property  occurrijig  eiUicr  prior  to  or  subsequent  to  issuajice  of  this 
permit. 

24.  Pemuttee  shall  be  re*HOiisible  for  Uic  muntenance  and  rc[.viir  of  all  fencing,  and 
be  responsible  for  keeping  livestock  contained  wiUiin  Uie  praiur^. 


25.   Oity  reserves  the  rigJit  to  temunate  Uiis  permit  as  to  the  entire  premises  or  any 
ypeurt  Jiereof ,  wlienever  City  clt?<jiE  it  necessary  on  useful  for  a/iy  purpose  wha»-soever 
by  giving  Permittee  ninety  (90)  days'  written  notice  of  intention  to  do  ^o . 

In  Uie  event  of  any  such  termination,  any  claim  for  danoyes  by  Penaittoe  shall  be 
limited  bo  a  pro  rata  refund  of  pennit  fee  paid  in  advance,  but  not  earned;  aind 
said  refund  to  be  in  the  sane  proportion  to  tlie  entire  pennit  fee  paid  in  advarK«, 
but  not  earned,  as  the  acreage  as  bo  uhidi  the  pennit  is  terminated  bears  to  the 
acreage  of  tlie  entire  demised  premises  up  to  the  date  of  said  berndnation;  pro- 
vided, tliab  if  at  Uie  tiiie  of  said  tctmination.  Permittee  lias  a  growing  crop  upon 
the  land  subjr  '   to  said  notice  of  termination,  Permittee  shall  !\ave  the  right  to 
harvest  sane  witl)in  six  (6)  nondis,  subject  bo  the  oondlbions  liereot  as  to  payment 
of  per7nl~t~fS5T'  ~  ^ 

None  of  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  apply  in  the  event  of  revocation 
because  of  a  breadi  by  the  Permittee  of  any  of  the  tenre  and  conditions  of  this 
permit. 

26.  tt)twithstaixiing  City's  obligation  to  give  Permittee  ninety  (90)  days*  prior  written 
notice  of  intenbion  to  terminate  this  pennit  as  provided  for  in  Section  25  herein. 
City  reserves  the  rigJit  to  iimediately  revoke  and  terminate  Permittee's  use  of 
that  easterly  perimeter  portion  of  prouises  as  indicated  on  the  attached  Drawing 
l^.  B-4270-2  for  purpose  of  a  20-foot  wide  access  road  to  the  stock  pond  area 
currently  under  permit  by  City  to  Kaiser  Aluminum  and  O^emical  Cbrporation 
("Kaiser")  .     It  is  unJerstood  that  said  access  road  shall  only  be  constructed  and 
used  by  "Kaiser"  in  Uie  event  the  cleanup  and  removal  of  the  contaminated  soil  in 
their  permit  area  becomes  necessary.     Permitbee  hereby  waives  any  claim  for  damages 
or  compensabion  due  to  loss  of  use  of  said  portion  of  premises  for  said  access  road 
purpose.  .  . 

27.  See  Exhibit  A  enbitled  "Addendum  to  All  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (^Dntracts" 
attached  hereto  and  by  reference  node  a  part  hereof. 


28.       fuBlU  Ut^lUlf  ff&Wft.   P^ffi  ^fljMfMMl 

Pir«Jit»»  <«r««t  I*  Ml«iiift<iA  rtrit  «wrlnf  iht  tHK*'***  •/  t^l*  ii  iti  em  ut4 

•  ip«n««  ,     ■••«r*ntn«ltt     (antral     IlLkllliy     In^wrv^a*  ,     lA«lu4ln|     iwlMM  lit  »a«  tr»«iitl  i  1 1 1 1| 
"            lniwr»n««     If  r«4ulr«4    ftf   IA«   rw«ltt  VII1UI««  CaMliittn.     Tht  r»llcr        ftllili*  cf  asM  ln*wrinc« 

■  naU  nkM  41  ln«wr«4,  »r  u  •««lil*nt|  ln«wr«<«,  Cltf,  rw*lla  UlllliWf  CMlialfn  ant  iti  MMin, 
and  iha  orriaa/a,  iiama  in«  tMltraaa  af  aaah,  |al4  »*ll«r  tr  »*U*i««  man  Iaimj^  iiid  p<ri*«i« 
aiaUat  Ion  ar  HaaUllr  far  lM|aa  far  Mdllf  Ifgury.  aaaift  •r  »r*airir  laMia  aatiilana*  »r 
rtaiDJi  ar  tna  «»aratlani  af  rar«itl«a  Ih.m  Mtf  Uawt  iha  yrvaarir  Mr»ltta4  ■•  »a  •«aw*ia«  kf  «r  Ma4 

■  lin  •InlfMdi  UMUlly  llalla  u  fallMai 

It, 000, 000  CMMlM*  SIntU  Uait  ttr  ka<llr  Irjury  ar  4aatB  af  a^v         »«r«M.  ana 

far  »*4llr  Irjunr  ar  l«a  ar  Mr*  pariaM. 

/  In  anf  Mva  oiiurrana*)  *rv4 

r*r  4aM|»  la  »r«parl|   rfawlllna  frM  anr  ai*«rr«naa. 

a  aopr  lMwrtJi»«  f«ll«r    •r  pvllila*   ahall  »a    fwr^tf^a  l»  !«•  a«n«ril   lUnaitr  w^a  Cuttt 

Cnalnvar,   1  >ji  rranalita  O*  r     iMnt ,  n  t  r  ■  1  r>»  r  i  ar  rar»rr«a  la        )««<^*  |«  r . tn»  ■i*t(,ii*n  inia 

^•r^l  ana  mall  (afMalft  a  ffr«fltl»A  lhal  «rUt*n  nallia  af  i  anft  1 1  at  1  •««  tr  af  mr  ■atartal  ana^ia 
Inaraaf  mall  k*  aall*«ria  la  Nanaiar  ihlrlf  1)0)  dafi  In  adfu>t«  of  in»  trr«ilt*a  aaia  Iharaaf  In  ina 
avant     inal     athar*     l^vl  ina  aroraflaia  paraana     ar«  niMi   In     lal*  valltf  ar  pallilta         lr>aur«aa,  «r 

•  ddlilfr^al  lrvJwr««4,  rarmlliaa  (Nail  fumltn  Hafvaaar  wIlK  a  aillifiatarr  i9*«rMntlr  Iniaratia  a«- 
OoriaMni  irvar«aai.     lppr*r*4  fana  af  lAa  laal  t>a  afaraaaU  aAaartaMaia  m/  aa  a*iu»«4  TrM  naAa^r. 

TTiaraariar  »/>«  «urln|  l^a  K ra  af  tnia  parmll,  P*r«Ulaa  ihall  r<>ntliK  ta  >Unaaar,  Tram  IIm  la 
llM,   a  djlf  aia«uta4  aarlintala  la  l^a  affaat   tnti   tha  Inaurt^at   iar«r*|a   rvrrtimaa  la  Cltr    la  «atn« 
«alntalna«        rarmlttaa.     Juan  falliiaa  ar  tarliruataa  ahall  »a  \tii^t  a/  a  la^h^r        ia»pa7ilai  aa* 
rroiaa  in  wrUIno  ap  Cltf'l   CaniraUar  tf\4  t»   t«  far*  kp   CHf'"   Cll|   III  .  fa  i-«J  1 1  aa  ar>all  Uaraaaa 

ina  afar«a*M  ilalia  t^aA  Ufa  arltlan  ««a«A4  af  CM/  »r«*t«aA  lhai  aall  Uiraaaaa  art  rafca»A«*ia  aA4 
JuatiriwU  air  Ciif. 


V :  '  prju^rTTM 


■niu- 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  niANClSCO 

puauc  UTiuTia  ooumassion 


General  ManMgeV  and  Chief  Engineer 
San  Francisco  Water  Department 


DAt«d 


JAN  1  6  1986 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

SAN  Francisco  Water  Department 


fO^    A0RlCULTUf2AL  USB 


Ari-noviD                     1  scALt  {"  el \(r>r:^' 

ur  K.Y.  GlllC 

DM. 

Arm  ov  ID 

GCNKRAL   MANAOCn    AND  CMIir  IMGlfdtn 

(1  C  VI  t  VVCO 

CM. 

OFIAtVING  NO. 

B-4270-21 


EXHIBIT  e 


CITY  ANO  COUNTY  OF  »AN  fHANCISCO 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CtTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCI3<:0 


88-0120 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  Metropolitan  Water  District  (MWD)  has  introduced 
legislation  in  Congress  to  provide  for  the  lining  of  the  All-American  Canal  at 
the  expense  of  non-federal  entities  such  as  MWD  and  other  water  users  and  to 
allocate  the  water  conserved  by  said  lining  to  the  water  users  paying  for  the 
project  on  a  pro-rata  basis,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  lining  of  said  canal  will  conserve  100,000  acre-feet  of 
water  that  is  currently  wasted  due  to  transportation  loss  thereby  producing  a 
new  supply  of  water,  and 

WHEREAS,  MWD  faces  severe  water  shortages  in  dry  years  in  the  near 
future  and  can  utilize  the  water  conserved  for  domestic,  municipal  and 
industrial  purposes,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  use  of  such  water  for  such  purposes  is  the  highest  and 
best  use  of  water,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  legislation  will  not  adversely  Impact  the  water 
allocation  or  water  rights  of  any  other  user  of  water  distributed  via  the 
All-American  Canal,  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  critical  to  the  entire  State  of  California  that 
effective  conservation  measures  be  taken  wherever  possible  to  create 
additional  dependable  supplies  of  water,  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  supports  the  passage 
of  H.R.  3988  as  an  effective  means  of  supplying  the  needs  of  municipal  and 
industrial  water  users  in  Southern  California,  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  is  hereby 
authorized  to  communicate  the  Commission's  support  of  said  legislation  to  the 
Mayor  and  the  City's  Congressional  delegation  and  to  take  such  other  steps  as 
may  be  appropriate  to  make  effective  the  Commission's  support. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  APRIL  aZJ98j 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


crry  and  county  of  san  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  On  May  12,  1987,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
approved  Resolution  No.  87-0171  authorizing  a  contract  with  Gannett  Outdoor 
Company,  Inc.  of  Northern  California  {"Gannett  Outdoor")  for  the  purpose  of 
building,  installing,  and  maintaining  transit  shelters  throughout  San 
Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  was  subsequently  approved  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  and  the  Mayor;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  called  for  the  construction  of  350  commercial  and 
non-commercial  shelters  to  be  built  during  the  first  year  of  the  contract  and 
a  balance  of  as  many  as  1000  shelters  to  be  constructed  thereafter;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  stipulates  that  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
must  approve  the  expansion  of  the  shelter  program  beyond  the  minimum  level  of 
350  shelters;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  evident  that  there  will  be  sufficient  demand  for  shelters 
to  expand  the  program  beyond  the  minimum  level;  NOW.  THEREFORE.  BE  IT 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  authorize 
Gannett  Outdoor  to  continue  the  expansion  of  the  Shelter  Program  beyond  the 
minimum  level  of  350  shelters  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
contract. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


5469R 


at  its  meeting  of 


APRIL     12 1988 


PUBLrC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

crrr  and  county  of  san  francisco 

RESOLUTION  No.  


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  designates  Thursday,  April  28, 
1988  at  3:00  P.M.  in  the  Commission  Meeting  Room,  Main  Library,  Civic  Center, 
San  Francisco  as  the  date,  time  and  place  for  a  public  hearing  by  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  for  consdlering  a  proposal  for  establishment  of  special 
fares  for  Bay  to  Breakers  Race  service  provided  by  the  Municipal  Railway. 

RESOLVED,  That  an  analysis  of  the  data  supporting  the  new  fares  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  and  review  beginning  Thursday,  April  21, 
1988  in  Room  287,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of    April  iiM 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  AND  COUNTV  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0123 

RESOLUTION  No  


WHEREAS,  Commission,  in  its  management  and  operation  of  the  Municipal 
Railway  of  San  Francisco,  is  in  the  process  of  updating  its  rail  vehicles; 
and 

WHEREAS,  a  portion  of  the  streetcars  reserved  for  future  use  when 
removed  from  active  service  in  1980  have  become  surplus  to  Its  operations; 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  Pacific  Southwest  Railway  Museum  of  La  Mesa,  California, 
(hereafter  Museum)  is  preparing  to  host  a  Rail  Fair  in  May  1988;  and 

WHEREAS,  Museum  is  desirous  of  taking  possession  of  one  of  such 
surplus  streetcars  to  be  used  to  represent  the  Municipal  Railway  at  said 
Rail  Fair  and  for  educational  purposes;  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  have  the  Municipal  Railway 
so  represented;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  PCC  Streetcar  No.  1121  is  hereby  loaned  to  Museum  for  use 
in  the  1988  Rail  Fair  and  for  subsequent  educational  purposes,  either  as  a 
display  or  for  use  as  an  operating  vehicle;  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  Museum  will,  at  its  sole  cost  and  expense,  remove  the 
streetcar  from  the  premises  of  the  Municipal  Railway  at  23rd  and  Illinois 
Streets,  San  Francisco,  California,  and  transport  it  to  its  Intended  place 
of  use;  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  Museum  will  provide  at  least  30  days  written  advance 
notification  of  taking  of  possession  of  said  streetcar  to  Harry  Jensen, 
A25  Geneva  Avenue,  San  Francisco,  California.     Such  removal  to  be 
completed  within  two  years  of  the  date  this  agreement  is  approved  by 
resolution  of  the  Commission;  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  the  term  for  which  the  said  streetcar  Is  loaned  is 
indefinite,  provided,  however,  the  term  of  the  loan  shall  expire  90  days 
after  written  notice  to  Museum  from  Commission;  and,  be  It  further 

RESOLVED,  while  said  streetcar  is  being  used  under  the  auspices  of 
Museum  It  shall  bear  a  placard  stating  that  said  streetcar  is  the  property 
of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  and  is  on  loan 
to  Museum;  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  Museum  agrees  to  hold  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco, 
Its  Commission,  officers,  employees,  and  agents,  harmless  from  any  and  all 
claims  or  liability  by  reason  of  the  operation,  maintenance  or  control  of 
said  streetcar  while  in  possession  of  Museum. 


0401A 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  ^^^^1^.  L2_198fi  -   


Secretary,  f*:..'-!:.    r.'-^'tVs  Cumnu^^i^ri 


PUBLIC    UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITV   AND   COUNTY    OF    SAN    FFt  A  MC  I  BCO 


RESOl-UTION  NO  


WHEREAS ,   Public  Utilities  Conimission  Resolution 
No,   87-0192  approved  the  "Municipal  Railway  Program  for 
Mass  Transportation  Services  for  Handicapped  Persons: 
July  1,   1987  -  June  30,   1993,"  and  said  program  was 
approved  by  the  Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration 
in  December ,   19S7 ,   and  said  program  documents  the  importance 
of  seeking  additional  non-public  as  well  as  public  funding 
and  resources  to  further  expand  the  door-to-door  paratransit 
system  of  the  Municipal  Railway  to  address  documented  unmet 
needs;  and 

WHEREAS,  Municipal  Railway  staff  have  completed  a 
three-year  plan  with  objectives  and  benchmarks  for  carrying 
out  fund-raising  goals  and  this  plan  has  been  reviewed  and 
approved  by  the  San  Francisco  Paratransit  Coordinating 
Council  and  by  the  Elderly  and  Handicapped  Advisory 
Committee  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway;  and 

WHEREAS,  Public  Utilities  Commission  Resolution 
No.   88-0059  authorized  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of 
Finance  to  apply  for,   accept,   and  expend  a  grant  of  $111,000 
from  the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission's  State 
Transit  Assistance  Special  Projects  Fund  for  the  development 
of  additional  funding  resources  for  the  expansion  of 
door-to-door  paratransit  services  for  disabled  San  Franciscans; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  Resolution 
1769    (March  24,   1988)    approved  a  grant  of  $111,000  from  its 
State  Transit  Assistance  Special  Projects  Fund  for  the  above 
purpose;  and 

WHEREAS,   the  Public  Utilities  Commission  desires  to 
establish  a  special  fund  in  the  treasury  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  to  be  known  as  the  Paratransit  Fund 
for  the  purpose  of  receiving  all  donations  of  money,  property 
and  personal  services  which  may  be  offered  to  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  through  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
for  the  use  and  benefit  of  the  Paratransit  Fund;  therefore, 
be  it 

RESOLVED,   that  this  Commission  authorizes  the  establishment 
and  administration  of  a  Paratransit  Fund,   and  requests  the 
Soard  of  Supervisors  to  amend  Chapter  10  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  code  by  adding  Section  10.109-10,   relating  to  the 
establishment  and  administration  of  a  Paratransit  Fund. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Tesolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  ^PRU        12  1983 


'ttary.  Public  Utilities  Commissicm 


Secretary, 


1 


RESOLUTION  No  


WHEREAS,   Public  Utilities  Commission  Resolution 
No.    87-0192  approved  the   "Municipal  Railway  Program  for 
Mass  Transportation  Services  for  Handicapped  Persons- 
July  1,   1987  -  June  30,   1993;"  and  said  program  was  approved 
Dyuhe  Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration  in  December  1987- 
and  said  program  documents  the  importance  of  seeking  additional  ' 
non-public  as  well  as  public  funding  and  resources  to  further 
expand  the  door-to-door  paratransit  system  of  the  Municipal 
Railway  to  address  documented  unmet  needs;  and 

WHEREAS,  Municipal  Railway  staff  have  completed  a 
thres-year  plan  with  objectives  and  benchir>arks  for  carrying 
out  fund-raising  goals  and  this  plan  has  been  reviewed  and 
approved  oy  the  San  Francisco  Paratransit  Coordinating  Council 
and  by  the  Elderly  &  Handicapped  Advisory  Committee  of  the 
San  Francisco  iMunicipal  Railway;  and 

WHEREAS,   Public  Utilities  Conunission  Resolution  No 
88-0059  authorizes  the  Assistant  General  Manager  of  Finance 
to  apply  for,   accept,   and  expend  a  grant  of  $111,000  from 
the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission's  State  Transit 
Assistance  Special  Projects  Fund  for  the  development  of 
additional  funding  resources  for  the  expansion  of  door-to-door 
paratransit  services  for  disabled  San  Franciscans;  and 

WHEREAS,  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission 
Resolution  1769    (March  24,   1988)   approved  a  grant  of  $111,000 
from  its  State  Transit  Assistance  Special  Projects  Fund  for 
the  above  purpose;  and 

IfflEREAS,   Public  Utilities  Commission  Resolution  No. 
86-0147  authorized  the  General  Manager  to  execute  an  agreement 
with  the  U.S.   Human  Resources  Corporation,   in  the  amount  not 
to  exceed  $18,723,818,   to  perform  Paratransit  Broker  services 
for  disabled  persons  for  the  period  of  July  1,   1986,  through 
June  30,   1991;   and  ^ 

WHEREAS,   Public  Utilities  Commission  Resolution  No.  87-0180 
authorized  the  General  Manager  to  execute  Amendment  No.   1  to 
Paratransit  Broker  Agreement,   in  the  araount  not  to  exceed 
$6,195,   to  perform  additional  Paratransit  Broker  services  for 
the  period  of  May  20,   1987,   through  June  30,   1991;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  U.S.   Human  Resources  Corporation  is  a 
certified  minority  business  enterprise;  and 


PUBLIC    UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

RESOUUTlOrj  No  


WHEREAS,   the  Public  Utilities  Conunission  desires  to 
expand  an  existing  deliverable  in  this  contract  in  order  to 
enable  the  U.S.   Human  Resources  Corporation  to  perform  the 
fund-raising  services  to  meet  the  objectives  of  the  three- 
year  plan;   now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   that  this  Commission  authorizes  the 
General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to  execute  Amendment  No. 
of  its  contract  with  the  U.S.   Human  Resources  Corporation  to 
perform  additional  fund-raising  services  for  an  amount  not 
to  exceed  the  sum  of  $111,000  by  June  30,    1991,   subject  to 
the  availability  of  funds  from  a  grant  from- the  .State  Transit 
Assistance  Special  Projects  Fund. 


/  hereby  CTtijy  thai  ihc  foiegoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Contmissioii 

Hi  its  uieeiiuG  of   L  APRIL  in988 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commissioi^ 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COIVl  MISS  ION 

CITY  AND  COUMTY  OF  SAP*  f  RAr^ClSCO 

88— 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  Market  Street  Railway  has  requested  permission  to  use 
the  Trolley  Festival  storage  site  between  Duboce  Portal  and  the  U.  S  Mint 
west  of  Buchanan  Street  for  the  restoration  of  historic  Municipal  Railway 
(MUNI)  vehicles  by  volunteers;  and 

WHE3^EAS,  MUNI  temporarily  has  no  other  use  for  this  site  and  desires 
that  Market  Street  Railway  volunteers  undertake  restoration  work  which 
would  not  otherwise  be  accomplished;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  City  Attorney  has  drafted  a  Revocable  Permit  providing 
appropriate  controls  on  activities  to  be  conducted  on  the  site  and 
requiring  that  Market  Street  Railway  insure  the  City  against  damage  to  its 
property  and/or  liability  for  Injury  to  volunteers;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of 
the  Municipal  Railway  to  execute  a  Revocable  Permit  granting  use  of  the 
Trolley  Festival  storage  site  for  restoration  activities  separately  agreed 
by  MUNI  and  the  Market  Street  Railway. 


0393A 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  APRIL        1  2  1988 


Secn'tary,  Public  Utilities  Commissi^rT 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAM  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  the  Municipal  Railway  is  requested  from  time  to  time  to  provide 
special  services  for  which  It  would  Incur  unbudgeted  costs;  and 

WHEREAS,  in  order  to  recover  such  unbudgeted  costs  from  those  requesting 
special  services,  the  City  Attorney  has  advised  contracts  should  be  executed 
with  each  such  requestor;  and 

WHEREAS,  it  Is  desirable  to  delegate  joint  authority  to  execute  such 
contracts  to  the  General  Manager  of  the  Municipal  Railway  and  the  Assistant 
General  Manager-Finance  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  because  there  is 
often  insufficient  time  from  receipt  of  such  requests  to  allow  Commission 
approval  and  the  value  of  most  such  contracts  is  expected  to  be  less  than 
$5,000;  now,  therefore,  be  It 

RESOLVED,  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  Municipal 
Railway  and  the  Assistant  General  Manager- Finance  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  to  execute  Municipal  Railway  contracts  to  recover  the  costs  of 
providing  special  services  for  amounts  not  to  exceed  $5,000. 


0327A 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

APRIL     12  1988 


at  its  meeting  of  — 

Secretary, 


Btarv,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBUIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrrV  ANU  COUNTV  OF  SAN  FAANCISCO 


88-012S 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  the  Municipal  Railway  overtime  costs  for  wire  rope  cable 
maintenance  mechanics  in  the  cable  machinery  unit  have  exceeded  their  projected 
needs,  and  an  estimated  $70,000  will  be  required  for  the  remainder  of  the  year; 
and 

WHEREAS,  these  overtime  funds  are  needed  to  operate  the  cable  car  system 
and  keep  service  shutdowns  during  service  hours  to  a  minimum;  and 

WHEREAS,  surplus  funds  are  available  in  miscellaneous  salaries  to  fund 
this  request,  now,   therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  requests  the  Mayor  to  recommend  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  a  Municipal  Railway  Supplemental  Appropriation  in  the 
^ount  of  $70,000  for  overtime  to  be  funded  from  surplus  Miscellaneous  Salaries. 


1108b 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of   ^^^^^       ^  ^ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

cm  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


88-0129 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  Under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-876,  site 
preparation  work  is  to  be  performed  at  the  Treat  Avenue  Facility  with 
financial  assistance  from  the  Federal  Government;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bids  for  this  work  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on 
March  22.  1988;  and 

WHEREAS,  Review  of  the  bid  submitted  by  the  apparent  low  bidder, 
Alan  Barreca,  Inc. ,  indicated  that  a  clerical  error  was  made  by  the 
bidder  which  resulted  in  a  change  in  the  total  for  their  bid  from  the 
$573,750.00  shown  to  $544,050.00;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Utilities  General  Counsel  in  reviewing  the  bid  of  the 
apparent  low  bidder  and  a  letter  dated  March  22,  1988  explaining  their 
bid  agreed  that  a  clerical  error  was  made  by  the  bidder  and  concluded 
that  under  Public  Contract  Code  the  bidder  could  be  relieved  of  the  bid; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Utilities  General  Counsel  further  determined  that  the 
contract  could  not  be  awarded  to  the  apparent  low  bidder  in  the  amount  of 
$573, 750.00  since  the  bottom  1  ine  of  their  bid  would  be  affected;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  al lows  the  apparent  low  bidder, 
Alan  Barreca,  Inc.,  to  be  relieved  of  their  bid  due  to  a  clerical  error; 
and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  Municipal  Railway 
Contract  No.  MR-876,  Treat  Avenue  Faci 1 ity.  Site  Preparation  in  the 
amount  of  $595,645.55  to  Berries  Construction  Company,  Inc.,  1331  Evans 
Avenue,  San  Francisco,  California  94124,  as  the  lowest  responsive  bidder 
and  rejects  all  other  bids  for  the  work;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  said  award  of  this  contract  is  subject  to  approval 
by  the  Urban  Mass  Transportation  Administration  (UMTA). 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of 


AEBll  12198; 


Secret  a 


ry,  Public  Utilities  Commissi^ 


0708F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

cmr  AND  couNn  of  san  fhancisco 

88~013O 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  An  Agreement  between  the  City  and  Westin  Engineering,  Inc. 
was  entered  into  on  September  8,  1987  for  professional  services  for  the 
design  and  implementation  of  computer  based  power  scheduling,  accounting 
and  related  systems;  and 

WHEREAS,  Consultant  is  currently  performing  design  services  in 
accordance  with  this  Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  has  been  determined  by  Hetchy  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  that 

additional    support    is    required    to    assist    in    on-site    start-up  and 

management  of  the  Power  Schedul ing  System  as  it  is  brought  into  f ul  1 
commercial  operation;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  additional  work  is  supplementary  to  or  outside  the 
scope  of  work  as  set  forth  in  the  Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  Consultant  is  willing  to  provide  additional  services  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Agreement  and  as  del ineated  in 
Attachment  A;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  now  necessary  to  amend  said  Agreement  to  increase  the 
scope  of  work  and  provide  compensation  for  additional  consultant 
services;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager, 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  to  execute  Amendment  No,  1  to  said  Agreement 
in  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $156,624. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  »    A£fill  ^9^8 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


-  TILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


88-01.31. 

RESOLUTION  No.   


WHEREAS,  As  a  result  of  an  unusually  dry  winter,  the 
rainfall  and  the  snowpacK  level  at  Hetch  Hetchy  is  well  below 
the  normal  level  for  this  time  of  year;  and 

WHEREAS,  Hetch  Hetchy  has  reduced  power  generation  in 
order  to  conserve  water  for  domestic  needs;  and 

WHEREAS .  With  this  reduction  in  power  generation,   there  is 

a  need  to  purchase  additional  power  from  PG&E  to  meet  the 

municipal  and  the  Modesto  and  Turlock  Districts'  electrical 
needs;  and 

WHEREAS,   The  Department  estimates  an  additional  $15.7 

mi  11  ion  is  needed  to  purchase  supplementary  power ;  now 
therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED.   That  the  Commission  requests  the  Mayor  to 
recommend  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  a  supplemental 
appropriation  in  the  amount  of  $15.7  million  for  purchase  of 
power  to  be  funded  from  anticipated  revenues  resulting  from  Sale 
of  Power  and  from  Hetchy's  available  unappropriated  balance. 


0128B 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of   ^  ^a^^^         /\    J  i  =  

lie  Utilities  Commis^on 


Secretary. 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

r-rry  and  county  of  san  francisco 

88-0132 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  ("Commission")  desires 
to  employ  consultants  for  temporary  and  expert  services  to  assist  the 
Commission  and  the  City  Attorney's  Office  in  implementing  long-term 
energy  contracts  with  PG&E  and  the  Modesto  and  Turlock  Irrigation 
Districts  and  related  matters;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  consultants  now  working  for  Call  Co.,  Ltd.  have 
been  employed  for  the  past  four  years  by  the  City  Attorney' s  Office 
working  on  matters  relating  to  the  City's  energy  contracts;  now  THEREFORE 
be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  of  the  Public  Utilities  is 
authorized  to  amend  an  existing  Professional  Services  contract  between 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  through  its  Publ ic  Uti 1 ities 
Commission,  and  Call  Co.,  Ltd.  through  December  31,  1988  and  to  increase 
the  authorized  amount  by  $200,000  not  to  exceed  $585,000.  Funding  for 
this  amendment  is  available  in  Hetchy's  operating  and  capital  budget 
(796-01). 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  ^^^^L  L2-J388- 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commis^on 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Ctrv  AND  COUNTV  OF  9AN  FRANCISCO 

88-0133 

RESOLUTION  No.  ^  


WHEREAS,  That  certain  5.64  acres  of  Water  Department-owned  land 
being  the  remaining  portion  of  the  Lake  Merced  Tract,  Parcel  55, 
according  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department  records  and  as  shown  on 
Drawing  C-1213,  is  surplus  to  the  needs  of  the  Water  Department;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  subject  parcel  is  located  wholly  within  the 
boundaries  of  San  Mateo  County  and  primarily  within  the  boundaries  of 
Daly  City  and  consists  primarily  of  the  width  of  Lake  Merced  Boulevard 
and  certain  frontage  property  currently  zoned  as  open  space  and  used  by 
Daly  City  as  access  to  its  public  facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  through  its 
Department  of  Public  Works  currently  spends  approximately  $14,000  per 
year  maintaining  that  portion  of  Lake  Merced  Boulevard;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Department  of  Real  Estate  has  appraised  the 
frontage  property  and  concluded  that  it  is  of  minimal  value  as  it  is 
currently  zoned  and  used  for  access;  and 

WHEREAS,  it  is  in  the  Clty*s  best  interests  to  transfer 
ownership  of  all  of  said  property  to  Daly  City  for  its  public  use  and 
Daly  City  has  agreed  to  accept  full  legal  and  financial  responsibility 
for  the  maintenance  of  that  portion  of  Lake  Merced  Boulevard;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  declares  the  subject 
property  surplus  and  authorizes  the  Department  of  Real  Estate  to 
negotiate  the  transfer  retaining  for  the  City  reversionary  rights  to  the 
frontage  property  should  Daly  City  at  any  time  cause  said  property  to  be 
utilized  for  private  rather  than  public  purposes;  and  now,  therefore,  be 
it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  requests  the  Recreation  and  Park 
Commission  to  approve  said  transfer  and  communicate  its  approval  to  the 
Department  of  Real  Estate  by  resolution. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

,  APRIL  121988 

at  Its  meeting  of    


Secretary. 


tarv.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAfJ  FHAN  CISCO 

88-01.34 

RESOLl/nON  No. 


Resolved,   that  this  Conunission  hereby  approves  the  terms 
and  conditions  and  authorizes  the  execution  of  that  certain  .402 
Acre  Right-of-Way  Lease  to  Stan  the  Roof  Man,   Inc.,  Lessee,  for 
the  purpose  of  storage,  employee  and  equipment  parking  as  set 
forth  in  lease  (Copy  of  which  lease  is  on  file  with  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department)  of  certain  real  property  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  shown  on  Water 
Department  Drawing  No.  B-4173-2  for  a  term  of  two  (2)  years, 
commencing  January  1,    1988  and  terminating  on  December  31,  1989 
at  an  initial  annual  rental  of  $15,600.     Annual  rental  shall  be 
increased  annua  1 ly  in  direct  proportion  to  any  percentage 
increase  (maximum  10%  per  year,  minimum  4%  per  year)   in  the  Cost 
of  Living  Index  (CPI),   plus  reimbursement  of  taxes  and 
assessments  thereon. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  .AERlL  12  1^8 

tM¥Ub 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  ComnWssion 


PUBl-IC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


H.  WELTON  FLVNN 
PHESIOENT 


ART  AGNOS.  MAVOH 
DEAN  W.  COFFEY.  ACTING  QENEBAL  MANAGER 


ARTHUR  V.  TOUPtN 
VICE  PRESIDENT 


MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 


JEFFREY  LEE 


WATER  OEPARTMEm 


CHARNA  E,  STATEN 


HETCH  HETCHY 
WATER  AND  POWER 


MARK  W.  BUEa 


April  12,  1988 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING 
TO  CONSIDER  MODIFICATION  OF  THE  SCHEDULE  OF 
RATES.  FARES  AND  CHARGES  OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 
FOR  THE  BAY  TO  BREAKERS  RACE  SERVICE 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  public  hearing  to  be  held  by  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  consider 
modification  of  the  Schedule  of  Rates,  Fares  and  Charges  of  the  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Railway  for  the  Bay  to  Breakers  Race  Service.     The  hearing  will  be 
Thursday,  April  28,  1988  at  3:00  p.m.,  in  the  Commission  Meeting  Room,  Main 
Library,  Civic  Center,  San  Francisco,  California. 

The  public  is  invited  to  attend  the  public  hearing  and  present  their 

views. 

Proposals  will  be  available  for  review  beginning  April  21,  1988  in 
Room  287,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  California. 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 


287  CITY  HALL  •  SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA  94102  •  (415)  554-7316 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


H.  WELTON  FLYNN 
PRESIDENT 


ART  AGNOS.  WAYOH 
DEAN  W  COFFEY,  ACTINOGENERAL  MANAGER 


ARTHUR  V-  TOUPIN 
VICE  PRESIDENT 


MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 


XFFflEY  LEE 


WATER  DEPARTMENT 


CHARNA  E.  STATEN 


HETCH  HETCHY 
WATER  AND  POWER 


MARK  W.  BUELL 


April  12,  1988 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING 
TO  CONSIDER  DECLARATION  OF  A 
WATER  SHORTAGE  EMERGENCY, 
CREATION  OF  A  WATER  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM, 
AND  AMENDMENT  OF  THE  RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  will  conduct  a  public  hearing  to  consider 
declaration  of  a  water  shortage  emergency  (Water  Code  Section  350),  creation 
of  a  water  conservation  program  (Water  Code  Section  375),  and  amendment  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  Governing  Water  Service  to  Customers,  on  Thursday,  April 
28,  1988  at  3:00  p.m.,  in  the  Commission  Meeting  Room,  Main  Library,  Civic 
Center,  San  Francisco,  California. 

Copies  of  the  proposals  will  be  on  file  for  public  review  with  the 
Secretary  in  Room  287,  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  California  beginning  April 
21,  1988. 

All  interested  parties  are  Invited  to  attend  the  public  hearing  and 
present  their  views. 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 


287  CITY  HALL  •  SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA  94102  •(415)  554-7316 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


H.  WELTON  FLYNN 


ART  AGNOS.  MAYOR 
DEAN  W-  COFFEY.  ACTING  GENERAL  MANAGER 


ARTHUR  V,  TOUPtN 

vx:e  president 


MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 


JEFFREY  LEE 


WATER  DEPARTMENT 


CHARNA  E.  STATEN 


HETCH  HETCHY 
WATER  AND  POWER 


MARK  W.  BUELL 


April  12,  1988 


NOTICE  OF  CANCELLATION  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco  hereby  gives  Notice  of  Cancellation  of  the 
public  hearing  regarding  water  rates,  which  had  been  scheduled 
for  April  19,  1988. 


287  CITY  HALL  •  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIFORNIA  94102  •  (415)  554-7316 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
Secretary 


THE  CITY  OF  SANTA  CLARA 


OFRCE  OF  THE  C/ALilFORNIA  ^''^ 

MAVOR  ISOO  WARBURTON  AVE 

SANTA  Clara  CA  95050 
  («Oei  964-3250 

to 

CO 
CO 


17  April  1988 


—J 


H.  Welton  Flynn,  President 
Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ^ 

287  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,   CA  94102 


Subject:   Proposal  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  to  Interrupt  Hetchy- 
Hetchy  Water  Service  to  the  Cities  of  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara 

Dear  Mr.  Flynn, 

The  Mayor,  City  Council  and  staff  of  the  City  of  Santa  Clara  vigorously 
oppose  the  interruption  of  water  service  to  our  city  as  proposed  by  the 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  on  8  April  1988. 

Our  reasons  for  this  opposition  are  as  follows: 

1.     The  City  of  Santa  Clara  has  been  an  on-going  purchaser  of  Hetch- 
Hetchy  water  from  the  City  of  San  Francisco  since  1974.     During  the 
intervening  years,   our  water  distribution  system  (and  our  economy)  have 
grown  around  the  existence  of  this  dependable  source  of  high  quality 
water. 


2.  San  Francisco  Water  Department  staff  have  stated  that  the  proposed 
interruption  will  not  have  a  significant  effect  on  Santa  Clara  and  San 
Jose,   because  our  cities  have  "alternate  water  supplies".     Speaking  for 
Santa  Clara,   this  is  true  to  the  extent  we  obtain  water  from  sources 
other  than  the  Hetch-Hetchy  system,  but  those  sources  are  almost  all 
located  in  the  southerly  part  of  our  City. 

3.  Hetchy-Hetchy  water  is  distributed  in  that  part  of  Santa  Clara 
northerly  of  the  Bayshore  Freeway.     That  area  is  to  a  considerable 
degree  isolated  hydraulically  from  the  rest  of ^Santa  Clara's  water 
system.     While  Hetch-Hetchy  water  comprises  about  17%  of  the  water  used 
by  Santa  Clara  as  a  whole,   it  represents  approximately  90%  of  what  is 
used  within  the  northerly  area  on  an  average  day. 
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4.  Although  we  have  two  municipal  wells  in  the  northerly  area,   they  are 
not  good  producers,    and  pump  less  than  10%  of  the  area's  average-day 
use.     Even  if  it  could  be  done  on  a  timely  basis,   drilling  additional 
wells  in  the  northerly  area  to  make  up  for  the  loss  of  Hetch-Hetchy 
water  is  not  entirely  practical  because  the  aquifers  in  that  area  are 
marginal  at  best. 

5.  We  have  9  million  gallons  of  storage  located  in  the  northerly  area. 
The  purpose  of  this  storage  is  to  meet  peak  demands  and  to  assure 
adequate  fire  flow.     This  storage  is  replenished  by  Hetch-Hetchy  water; 
generally  at  night,   when  system  demand  is  low.     Interruption  of  the 
Hetch-Hetchy  as  a  source  for  replenishment  may  result  in  our  being 
unable  to  maintain  adequate  storage  levels  for  peak  demand  and  emergency 
conditions.     This  is  a  matter  of  extreme  concern  to  our  Fire  Department. 

6.  Among  our  customers  in  the  northerly  area  are  a  number  of  high-tech 
firms  who  use  demineralized  water  in  their  manufacturing  processes. 
They  have  come  to  depend  on  the  high  quality  and  low  mineral  content  of 
Hetch-Hetchy  water.     Interruption  of  the  Hetch-Hetchy  will  require  these 
firms  to  make  additional  expenditures  to  treat  the  highly  mineralized 
alternate  water  supplies.     The  financial  impact  on  smaller  companies 
might  be  sufficient  to  cause  them  to  reduce  their  workforce  or  locate 
elsewhere . 

7.  Because  of  the  limited  interconnection  of  the  system  northerly  of 
the  Bayshore  Freeway  with  the  water  sources  located  to  the  south, 
transmitting  adequate  replacements  for  Hetch-Hetchy  water  will  result  in 
considerable  diminution  of  system  pressure.     We  are  concerned  about  the 
potential  effects  of  this  pressure  reduction  on  the  health  and  welfare 
of  our  customers.     We  are  extremely  concerned  about  maintaining  adequate 
pressure  in  the  event  of  fire  emergencies. 

8.  Continuing  to  supply  Santa  Clara  an  amount  of  water  equivalent  to 
75%  of  the  Hetch-Hetchy  water  we  used  during  calendar  year  1987  would 
have  a  net  impact  of  only  1.9%  on  the  "total  1988  allotment"  calculated 
by  your  staff.     It  seems  unfortunate  to  totally  interrupt  service  to  us 
to  achieve  that  minimal  saving. 

9.  The  decision  of  your  staff  to  seek  interruption  of  service  to  Santa 
Clara  at  this  time  seems  based  on  a  rather  sketchy  two-year  forecast  of 
water  supplies,   and  presupposes  the  weather  will  follow  the  1987  pattern 
during  both  1988  and  1989. 

10.  In  referring  to  Santa  Clara's  "alternate  water  supplies"  as  being 
adequate  to  compensate  for  the  interruption  of  the  Hetch-Hetchy,  your 
staff  has  ignored  the  fact  that  these  alternate  supplies  are  not 
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themselves  without  limitations.      Water  systems  in  Santa  Clara  County 
have  an  on-going  concern  for  our  groundwater  aquifers.     We  have  tried  to 
maintain  a  rational  balance  between  the  use  of  groundwater  and  imported 
surface  water  supplies. 

11.  To  further  our  water  conservation  goals,   Santa  Clara  has  designed 
and  will  construct  a  water  reclamation  facility  which  will  replace  the 
use  of  approximately  500  acre-feet  per  year  of  potable  water  to  irrigate 
our  municipal  golf  course  -  which  is  located  in  the  area  served  by 
Hetch-Hetchy  water.     Completion  of  this  facility  is  scheduled  for  mid- 
1989  . 

12.  Santa  Clara  is  one  of  few  municipal  agencies  to  adopt  the  ABAC 
draft  model  ordinance  regarding  water  conservation  measures  in  new 
construction  and  irrigation  facilities.     Our  Director  of  Water  and  Sewer 
Utilities  appeared  last  year  in  a  joint  press  conference  with  your  Mayor 
Feinstein  to  support  area-wide  water  conservation  measures. 

13.  Santa  Clara  has  supported  San  Francisco  in  legislative  matters 
affecting  water  supplies.     We  wrote  letters  of  opposition  to  HR  4089  at 
your  behest.     Most  recently,  we  vigorously  lobbied  against  Interior 
Secretary  Model's  proposal  to  dismantle  O ' Shaughnessy  Dam. 

14.  Notification  by  your  staff  of  their  intention  to  ask  for 
interruption  of  water  service  to  Santa  Clara  comes  as  a  complete  and 
total  surprise  to  us  in  view  of  our  past  patronage,   and  especially  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  as  recently  as  28  March  1988,    in  a  letter  to  our 
Director  of  Water  and  Sewer  Utilities,   the  General  Manager  and  Chief 
Engineer  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department,  Mr.  James  D.   Cooney,  was 
enlisting  the  "full  support  and  participation"  of  Santa  Clara  in  a  water 
conservation  program.     No  mention  was  made  in  that  letter  of  the  plan  to 
interrupt  service  to  us  as  part  of  such  a  program. 

15.  In  1986,   Santa  Clara  petitioned  for  a  permanent  water  supply 
contract  with  San  Francisco.     Although  denied  by  your  Commission  at  the 
time,   the  resolution  contained  a  statement  that  your  staff  recommended 
granting  Santa  Clara  permanent  status  "after  increased  delivery  capacity 
is  assured" . 

15.     A  memorandum  from  James  D.   Cooney  to  Ed  Fonseca,  Manager  of 
Suburban  Operations,   dated  19  September  1986,   stated  that: 

"2.  If  the  interruption  of  service  (to  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara) 
is  to  reduce  average  annual  deliveries,  the  Water  Department 
will  attempt  to  reduce  deliveries  only  in  the  non-peak  usage 
months . " 
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"3 .   Notification  will  be  given  to  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara  as  soon 
as  possible  prior  to  interruption  of  water  service  for  any 
other  reason. " 

"4.  The  Water  Department  will  take  no  action  which  is  arbitrary  or 
unreasonable" . 

Does  it  seem  to  you  the  action  now  proposed  by  your  staff  is 
consistent  with  that  earlier  memorandum? 

We  strongly  urge  you  not  to  interrupt  water  service  to  the  City  of  Santa 
Clara,   but  rather  continue  to  serve  us  with  the  assurance  we  shall  work 
with  you  to  achieve  the  necessary  reductions  of  water  use  to  maintain 
adequate  water  supplies  for  us  all. 

Very  truly  yours. 


ENS:RHH:ibm  R1\S\HHWATER2 

cc:  Members,   San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association 

Mr.  James  D.   Cooney,   General  Manager  &  Chief  Engineer,  SFWD 

Members  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Mr.   Edward  L.   Fonseca,  Manager,   Suburban  Operations,  SFWD 

Mr.   Ray  E.  McDevitt,   Esq.,  Hanson,   Bridges,  Marcus,  Vlahos  &  Rudy 


Richard  H .  Hathorn 
Director  of  Water  & 
Sewer  Utilities 
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PROGRAM  DESCRIPTION 


A.      WATER  SUPPLY  SITUATION 

The  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  system  provides  between  80  and  85 
percent  of  the  water  served  in  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
service  area.     This  year,   runoff  into  the  Hetch  Hetchy  reservoirs  is 
expected  to  be  only  30  percent  of  normal  and  may  approach  1977 
levels,   the  driest  year  on  record.     This  situation  follows  one  of 
the  driest  years  on  record,   1987.     Current  storage  levels  are  high 
relative  to  1976-77  primarily  due  to  decisions  made  in  January,  1987 
to  drastically  reduce  power  generations.     However,  snowpack 
conditions  are  among  the  worst  recorded  and  the  water  supply 
situation  is  critical.     Runoff  into  local  reservoirs  is 
correspondingly  poor  and  may  only  be  enough  to  offset  evaporation. 

Total  system  storage  is  at  56  percent  of  capacity.     This  storage 
would  be  exhausted  in  approximately  13  months  at  current  consumption 
rates  in  the  absence  of  additional  runoff.     While  this  picture  will 
change  with  completion  of  this  year's  runoff,   the  anticipated  water 
supply  is  clearly  inadequate  to  safely  provide  for  the  domestic 
needs  of  the  2.1  million  people  served  by  the  Hetch  Hetchy  system. 

The  purpose  of  any  extraordinary  conservation  program  is  to  conserve 
water  in  case  of  consecutive  dry  years.     Having  experienced  two 
consecutive  critically  dry  years,   the  danger  lies  in  the  possibility 
of  a  third  dry  year  in  1989.      In  fact,    1989  must  provide  greater 
than  average  runoff  to  replenish  storage  while  meeting  total  water 
requirements  for  the  Tuolumne  River  system  and  service  area 
consumption.     The  longest  dry  period  on  record  lasted  seven  years 
from  1928-1934.     The  lack  of  any  proven  accuracy  in  long  range 
weather  forecasting  requires  that  water  be  conserved  at  a  reasonable 
level  in  1988  in  case  of  another  dry  year. 

Water  supply  planning  requires  consideration  of  recent  trends  in 
water  use,   and  minimal  operating  conditions. 

Recent  Trends  in  Water  Use 

1.  System-wide  water  use  was  below  1976   levels  even,  with  continued 
growth,  until  1987  when  it  rose  5  percent  above  1976. 

2.  In  1987,   the  first  critically  dry  year,   consumption  increased  6% 
over  1986  despite  a  voluntary  conservation  campaign  calling  for 
a  10  percent  reduction. 

3.  So  far  in  1988,   consumption  is  up  10  percent  over  1987. 


Aggumptions    and    Concii  t.i  nr,^ 


1.  Runoff   in   1988    is   projected   to   total    30   percent   of   normal  for 
planning  purposes,    runoff   in  1989   is   assumed   to  be  just   as  low. 

2.  Total   system  storage  on  July  1,    1989  should  equal  or  exceed  75 
percent  of  water  used  during  1987. 

3.  Consumption  at  25  percent  below  1987  levels  begins  May  1,    1988.  This 
level  of  conservation  can  be  maintained  during  1989  without 
significant  adverse  economic  consequences  or  hardships  to  residential 
consumers . 

Using  these  assumptions  and  conditions,   storage  at  the  end  of  1988 
would  be  at  40  percent  of  capacity,   a  minimum  prudent  level.     Storage  at 
the  end  of  1989  would  be  only  26  percent  of  capacity.     This  level  would 
be  insufficient  to  provide  for  human  consumption,   sanitation  and  fire 
protection  purposes.     In  1989,  detailed  projections  will  again  be  made 
looking  to  1990.     Depending  on  the  success  of  the  conservation  program 
and  anticipated  runoff,   a  decision  will  be  made  to  either  ration  water  at 
comparable  or  more  severe  levels  or  to  rescind  water  rationing  entirely. 

The  water  supply  planning  analyses  led  to  recommendations  to  the 
Commission  to  declare  a  water  shortage  emergency  and  adopt  a  conservation 
program  which  includes  strict  water  rationing. 

B.     WATER  RATIONING  PLAN  DEVELOPMENT 

The  following  criteria  were  used  in  selecting  an  appropriate  water 
rationing  plan . 

1.  Equitable  availability  of  water  to  householders  for  personal  needs 
whether  in  apartments  or  single-family  residences  and  recognition  of 
previous  conservation  efforts. 

2.  Reduction  in  use  of  water  by  governmental  agencies  and  businesses 
with  as  little  danger  of  increasing  unemployment  or  deteriorating 
individual  businesses  as  possible. 

3.  Reasonable  allowance  for  growth  of  population  or  businesses  including 
new  construction, 

4.  Maintenance  of  landscaping  at  a  "survival"  level. 

5.  A  workable  plan  that  imposes  the  least  amount  of  additional  cost  on 
the  customer. 

These  criteria,   together  with  the  supply  and  consumption  situation,  lead 
to  a  recommendation  for  a  rationing  plan  designed  to  reduce  consumption 
25  percent  compared  to  1987.     Less  than  25  percent  will  not  achieve  the 
necessary  water  savings  whi le  still  requi r ing  a  mandatory  program  to 
limit  consumption .     More  than  25  percent  increases  the  risk  of  loss  of 
jobs  and  hardships  on  residential  customers. 
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The   most    difficult    part   of   developing    a    rationing    plan    is  selectina 
a  method  to  determine  residential   allocations.      fhere  art  ?hrlS 
basic  methods:      individual  or  per  capita   allocations,  uniform 
allocations  by  living  unit  or  percentage  reductions  based  on  the 
prior  years'   consumption  history. 

Method  1;   Individual  (Per  Capital  Allocati nns 

This  type  of  plan  provides  that  all  residential  occupants  receive 
the  same  amount  of  water  per  day  with  some  decrease  in  allocation  as 
the  number  of  residents  increase  in  the  living  unit.     The  allocation 
system  provides  equal  distribution  of  water  to  all  customers 
regardless  of  age  or  need.     In  a  rationing  system  where  a  50  percent 
reduction  in  water  consumption  is  required,   and  no  allowance  is  made 
for  irrigation,    laundry  facilities  or  other  individual  needs,  this 
type  of  distribution  is  feasible  and  appropriate. 

The  establishment  of  individual  allocations  would  require  that  a 
census  be  made  to  determine  the  number  of  people  in  each  living  unit 
in  San  Francisco  and  the  suburban  communities.     The  accuracy  of  such 
a  census  may  be  open  to  question.     There  is  also  a  problem  in 
obtaining  this  information  because  a  large  number  of  residences  and 
multiple  dwellings  are  billed  to  persons  who  own,   manage  or  operate 
property  but  do  not  reside  on  the  property. 

The  accuracy  of  responses  to  a  questionnaire  may  be  unreliable  in 
that  some  apartment  house  owners  may  indicate  full  occupancy  whether 
full  at  the  time  or  not.     It  is  possible  that  those  who  respond  with 
accuracy  will  receive  less  water  allocation  than  those  who  give 
false  information.     Due  to  the  large  number  of  changes  in  occupancy 
during  the  year,    it  would  be  a  continuing  problem  to  update  census 
information 

An  individual  allocation  plan  does  not  allow  for  a  difference  in 
type  of  dwelling  or  landscaping.     Customers  without  lawns  would 
receive  the  same  amount  of  water  as  those  with  large  landscaped 
areas.     In  order  to  achieve  an  overall  25  percent   reduction  in  water 
consumption,  we  do  not  intend  that  watering  of  all  landscaped  areas 
be  completely  stopped. 

Under  this  plan,   dwelling  units  with  laundry  facilities  would 
receive  the  same  amount  of  water  as  units  without  laundry 
facilities.     There  are  a   large  number  of  our  customers,  who,  because 
of  their  circumstances  or  employment,  may  require  a  larger 
allocation  than  the  average  customer  to  meet  their  basic  needs. 

This  type  of  allocation  system  cannot  equitably  distribute  water  at 
a  25  percent  level  of  reduction. 

Method  2:   Uniform  Allocations 

This  type  of  rationing  plan  provides  the  same  allocation  for  each 
living  unit,    regardless  of  the  number  of  people  in  the  unit.  An 
additional  allocation  is  provided  each  residence  for  irrigation 
needs  in  the  summer  months. 
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Advantages : 

1.     Individual  homes  would  receive  the  same  amount  of  water  plus 
a  set  amount  for  irrigation  needs  creating  a  perception  of 
equity. 


2.  Multiple  dwelling  units  would  all  be  allotted  the  same 
amount  of  water  per  unit  adding  to  the  perception  of  equity. 

3.  A  census  would  not  be  required. 

4.  Easiest  and  least  expensive  to  establish  and  administer. 
Disadvantages : 

1.  The  plan  is  inequitable  to  most  customers.  Occupancy  varies 
within  each  dwelling  unit  and  water  would  not  be  apportioned 
equitably  or  to  the  needs  of  the  customers. 

2.  Some  customers  would  receive  an  allocation  in  excess  of 
their  normal  needs  leading  to  waste,   and  customers  with 
large  families  may  be  required  to  reduce  their  consumption 
below  that  necessary  for  health,   sanitation  and  safety. 

3.  The  required  25  percent  overall  reduction  would  be  difficult 
to  achieve.     Allotments  must  be  large  enough  to  allow  for  an 
occupancy  of  three  or  four  when  there  are  only  one  or  two 
occupants.     It  may  also  be  necessary  to  increase  a  large 
number  of  individual  allocations. 


4.     Dwelling  units  with  laundry  facilities  would  be  alloted  the 
same  amount  of  water  as  those  units  without  laundry 
f aci lit ies . 

As  with  individual  allocations  this  method  cannot  equitably 
distribute  available  water  supplies  and,  moreover,  makes 
conservation  of  supplies  more  difficult. 

Method  3:   Percentage  Allocations 

This  method  of  water  rationing  determines  allocations  as  a 
percentage  of  past  use.     This  method  is  recommended  for  adoption. 
For  implementation  in  1988,   allocations  are  based  on  water  use 
during  calendar  year  1987  for  each  business  and  residential  customer. 

Using  a  formula  which  calculates  the  difference  between  winter 
consumption,   essentially  inside  water  use,   and  the  summer  increase 
in  consumption  due  to  irrigation,   allocations  are  determined  by 
reducing  inside  water  use  10  percent  and  outside  water  use  by  60 
percent.     The  same  formula  is  applied  to  the  consumption  history  of 
the  suburban  resale  customers  to  establish  allocations  at  the 
wholesale  level.     The  resale  customers  can  allocate  water  within 
their  respective  service  areas  in  any  manner  they  choose  provided 
the  alloation  determined  at  the  wholesale  level  is  not  exceeded. 
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^hJ   =taff   from   the  Water  Department,    and   a   committee  representina 
the   suburban   resale  customers,    started   planning   a   systSmwTde  wa?er 
poJnr^hft^h^rr  '^^"^^^^.^^88.      Discussions  had  progressed'to  the 
point  that  there  was  unanimous  agreement  on  the  use  of  prior 
consumption  history  to  determine  allocations  and  on  the  need  to  make 
ma:or  reductions  in  irrigation  use.     These  factors  would  support  the 
objectives  of  protecting  jobs  and  business  and  minimizing  hardship 
on  residential  customers.     An  agreement  was  also  reached  on  a 
methodology  for  determining  irrigation  use,  basically  the  difference 
between  summer  and  winter  use  for  each  customer.     While  the 
recommended  rationing  plan  is  significantly  different  from  the  draft 
plan  reviewed  by  the  suburban  resale  customers  in  some  respects,  all 
of  the  major  criteria  and  allocation  methods  agreed  on  by  the 
committee  have  been  incorporated  in  this  plan. 

As  with  the  other  methods,  there  are  advantages  and  disadvantages  to 
this  proposed  plan  which  are  listed  below: 

Advantages : 

a)  The  largest  water  users  are  reduced  the  most. 

b)  No  census  is  required, 

c)  Variations  in  weather  conditions  throughout  the  City  and 
suburban  area  be  taken  into  account. 

d)  Variations  in  individual  needs  for  laundry  facilities  and 
personal  needs  will  be  accounted  for. 

Disadvantages: 

a)  Some  customers  may  receive  allocations  higher  than  similar 
customers  because  of  their  past  water  usage  habits. 

b)  The  number  of  individuals  in  each  dwelling  is  not  directly 
considered. 

The  implementation  plan  provides  means  to  mitigate  these 
disadvantages  on  a  case-by-case  basis. 

This  system-wide  rationing  plan  meets  the  criteria   listed  above 
while  providing  the  water  savings  necessary  in  case  of  a  third  dry 
year.     Jobs  and  businesses  are  protected  and  the  hardship  on 
residential  customers  is  minimized.     The  plan  is  equitable  and  water 
consumers  are  treated  in  a  like  manner  whether  in  San  Francisco  or 
the  suburban  areas.     Previous  conservation  efforts  are  rewarded  in 
that  the  largest  reductions  being  made  are  in  irrigation  use,  the 
greatest  source  of  water  waste. 


C.      IMPLEMENTATION  PLAN 


With  the  approval  of  the  Commission,   the  rationing  plan,  including 
the  water  use  restrictions,  will  become  effective  May  1,    1988  and  be 
in  effect  until  rescinded  or  modified.     All  customers  will  be 
notified  of  individual  allocations  by  June  1,   1988.     Rate  increases 
and  a  schedule  of  excess  use  charges  will  be  brought  to  the 
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Con^ission    for    approval    at    tj,e    regularly    echeauleci    meeting    on   May  24. 

,°    •      -^^cess   use  charges,    the  primary  means   of   enf orcina   hh*=  ^^l^^ 
allocations  would   then  become  effective  on  July  1,   ?988  or   as  soon 
thereafter  as  each  customer  had  one  full  billing  cycle  following 
notification  of  their  allocation.  uxxowing 

The  rationing  plan  includes  a  procedure  whereby  any  customer  who  feels 
they  are  not  treated  equitably  under  this  allocation  method  or  whose 
needs  change  can  write  to  the  Department  to  request  a  change  in  their 
water  allocation.     Simple  pre-printed  forms  will  be  provided  to  make  it 
easy  for  customers  to  apply  for  an  increased  allocation.     The  request 
will  be  promptly  investigated  and  the  customer  notified.     No  rationing 
plan  can  account  for  all  situations  but  the  exception  procedure  allows 
the  Department  to  provide  for  each  individual  circumstances. 

Restrictions  on  water  waste  and  certain  water  uses  are  a  necessary  part 
of  the  rationing  plan.     In  times  of  scarcity,   lower  priority  uses  of 
water  such  as  washing  sidewalks  must  be  restricted.     The  exception 
procedure  allows  for  lifting  of  the  restrictions  in  situations  where 
public  health  or  safety  considerations  require  it.     While  the  rationing 
plan  includes  allowing  water  for  construction  and  growth,  the 
restrictions  include  requirements  for  conservation  measures 
particularly  low  water  use  landscaping,    in  new  projects. 

Service  to  the  Cities  nf  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara 

The  Department  is  also  recommending  as  part  of  the  water  conservation 
program  that  service  to  the  Cities  of  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara  be 
interrupted  for  the  duration  of  the  water  shortage  emergency  This 
recommendation  is  being  made  on  the  basis  that  1)   the  water  supply 
contracts  with  these  cities  allow  interruption  of  service,    (2)  these 
cities  have  other  sources  of  water  which  currently  supply  the  majority 
ot  their  needs,   3)    information  provided  by  these  cities  in  the  course 
of  contract  negotiations  during  1986  indicated  sufficient  water  supply 
was  available  in  the  event  of  termination  of  service  by  San  Francisco 
and  4)   the  Hetch  Hetchy  supply  must  be  conserved  as  much  as  possible 
for  those  cities  and  communities,    including  San  Francisco,   that  are 
totally  dependent  on  it.     The  total  supply  to  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara 
is  6.95  milgal  per  day.     This  amount  represents  the  combined  purchases 
of  the  10  smaller  of  the  28  permanent  resale  customers  and  is  a 
necessary  part  of  the  plan  to  reduce  consumption  by  25  percent. 

San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara  have  been  notified  that  this  recommendation 
would  be  made  to  the  Commission.     In  the  interest  of  making  the 
transition  as  smooth  as  possible  and  verifying  that  termination  of 
service  would  not  cause  an  undue  burden,   each  city  was  invited  to 
provide  any  information  they  thought  pertinent  to  this  recommendation 
to  Department  staff. 


Budget 


The  Water  Rationing  Program  budget  is  an  eight   (8)  month  budget  based 
largely  on  experience  gained  from  the  1977  water  supply  emergency.  The 
proposed  funding  of  this  budget  is  through  reallocations  of  existing 
funds  in  the  FY  87-88  budget  and  supplemental  funds  requested  in  a 
resolution  amending  the  FY  88-89  budget  request.     The  total  program 
costs  are     $1,038,410  with  $389,630  from  FY  87-88  and  $648,780  to  be 
added  to  the  FY  88-89  budget  request. 
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D.       NECESSARY  ACTIONS 


The  attachments  to  this  explanation  incluc3e  a  resolution  required 
for  approving  rationing  both  within  San  Francisco  and  in  the 
suburban  areas  and  the  supporting  budget,   the  recommended  rationing 
plan,   a  chart  showing  monthly  allocations  on  a  systemwide  basis 
graphsshowing  projections  of  storage  and  water  consumption  through 
1989,   information  on  the  various  activities  which  make  up  the 
complete  conservation  program  and  detailed  budget  and  fundina 
information,  ^ 

Approval  of  the  attached  resolution  will  declare  a  water  shortage 
emergency,   adopt  a  conservation  program  which  includes  rationing  at 
both  the  retail  level  in  San  Francisco  and  at  the  wholesale  level 
with  the  suburban  customers,   allow  interruption  of  temporary  water 
service  to  the  cities  of  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara  and  provide 
funding  to  operate  the  program  for  an  8  month  period. 
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WATER    RATIONING   RULES   AND  REGULATTON^:: 


The  intent  of  this  rationing  program  is  to  reduce 
systemwide  water  demand  by  25%  compared  to  1987  with  minimum 
impact  on  business,  employment  and  quality  of  life.     This  is 
achieved  by  making  major  reductions  in  the  amount  of  water  used 
for  irrigation  and  imposing  relatively  minor  reductions  on 
water  used  for  business  and  domestic  purposes.     The  allocation 
plan  accounts  for  the  needs  of  individual  consumers  and 
communities  while  treating  all  consumers  supplied  by  the  Water 
Department  in  a  like  manner.     This  plan  is  designed  to  insure 
that  at  a  minimum,   there  will  be  a  sufficient  supply  of  water 
available  for  domestic  use,   sanitation  and  safety. 


ALLOCATION  PLAN 

The  following  allocation  plan  governs  all  water  customers 
served  by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department.     The  plan  is 
based  on  prior  water  use  by  individual  customers  with  calendar 
1987  used  as  the  base  year. 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

These  allocations  govern  customers  served  within  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  customers  outside  the  City  and 
County  served  directly  by  San  Francisco. 

Inside  Use.     For  bi-monthly  accounts  the  allocation  for 
each  billing  period  for  inside  use  will  be  90%  of  the  average 
consumption  for  billing  periods  ending  in  January,  February 
March  and  December,    1987.     For  monthly  accounts  the  allocation 
for  each  billing  period  will  be  90%  of  the  average  consumption 
for  the  four  billing  periods  ending  in  the  above  months. 

Outside  Use.     For  all  accounts  the  allocation  for  outside 
use  for  billing  periods  ending  in  April  through  November,  will 
be  40%  of  the  difference  between  the  average  consumption 
calculated  for  inside  use  and  actual  consumption  for  the  same 
period  in  1987. 

Total  Allocation.     The  allocations  for  each  billing  period 
will  be  the  total  of  the  allocations  for  inside  and  outside  use. 

Maximum  Allocation  for  Single  Family  Residences.  No  single 
family  residence  shall  receive  an  allocation  of  more  than  4,000 
cu .   f t .  bimonthly. 

Suburban  Resale  Customers 


This  allocation  plan  governs  all  customers  purchasing  water 
for  resale. 


90%   Of    the   calculated    average   of    ?he   pSrchaser?orT"i  V ' 
periods   ending   in  January,    February?  Sarch   and   Decembe r ' "Ig 87 

of   ^h.  ^'ff''''"^  r^'^^"  ^"^'"^         ^P^il   through  November!  Ii% 
of  the  difference  between  this  calculated  average  and  actual 
purchases  for  the  same  period  in  1987.  accuai 

^  Customers  With  Limits  on  Maximnm  Annual   Pumh..^  Those 
^nnVnd'S  r e s a  1 e _ cu s t ome r s  with  average  annual  maximum  limits 
included  in  their  individual  contracts  will  reduce  those  annual 
^y^'^^^'^M        "°  "^ore  than  75%  of  the  average  annual  maximum 
limit.     Maximum  monthly  purchases  will  be  limited  to 
one-twelfth  of  the  average  annual  maximum  limits.  Minimum 
required  purchases  will  be  reduced  to  the  extent  necessary  for 
compliance  with  this  allocation  plan. 

^  Allocation  Plans  of  the  SnhnrhRn  Resale  rustomers.  Each 
suburban  resale  customer  may  use  the  same  allocation  plan 
contained  in  these  Rules  and  Regulations  or  may  modify  it  as 
they  deem  necessary  for  their  respective  service  areas. 

Allocations  Where  No  Past  History  Exists 

When  water  records  for  calendar  year  1987  are  not  available  do 
not  cover  various  portions  of  the  year,   or  do  not  allow  for 
establishment  of  equitable  allocations,   earlier  records  or 
those  of  customers  with  similar  water  uses  may  be  used  in  order 
to  set  or  adjust  individual  allocations. 


REGULATIONS  AND  RESTRICTIONS 

The  following  regulations  and  restrictions  govern  all 
customers  served  by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department. 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

These  regulations  and  restrictions  apply  to  customers 
served  within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and 
customers  outside  the  City  and  County  served  directly  by  San 
Francisco. 

Water  Use  Regulations  and  Restrictions 

1.  Water  waste,    including  but  not   limited  to,   flooding  or 
runoff  in  gutters  or  streets  is  prohibited. 

2.  Potable  water  shall  not  be  used  to  clean  sidewalks, 
driveways,   patios,   parking  lots  or  other  hard-surfaced 
areas . 

3.  Hoses  used  for  washing  of  cars,   boats,   trailers  or 
other  vehicles  must  have  positive  shut-off  valves. 

4.  Restaurants  shall  serve  water  to  customers  only  on 
request . 

5.  Water  used  for  cooling  must  be  recycled  to  the  extent 
possible . 

6.  No  water  shall  be  used  to  clean,   fill  or  maintain 
levels  in  decorative  fountains. 
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low  wateir  use  lanc3scaping  des  i  g  Snd  J  i  q  a  ttS  r.""  ^  ^  ^ 
systems    are   employed.  irrigation 

A  water  service  connection  for  new  construction  shall 
be  granted  only  if  water  saving  devices  are 
incorporated  in  interior  plumbing  fixtures  and 
landscaping  is  kept  to  a  minimum  and  installed  as  in 
Rule  8  above. 

Construction  water  for  consolidation  of  backfill,  dust 
control  or  other  non-essential  uses  shall  be  denied  if 
other  methods  or  water  sources  can  be  used 
Irrigation  of  lawns,  playfields,  parks,  median  strips, 
golf  courses,  cemeteries  and  landscaping  of  any  type 
with  potable  water  shall  be  reduced  by  at  least  60%  as 
compared  to  the  similar  calendar  period  during  1987. 

Enforcement.     Violation  of  any  of  these  regulations  by  any 
customer  may     after  one  written  warning  and  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  laws  and  legal  restrictions,   result  in  the 
installation  of  a  flow  restricting  device  in  the  service  line 
^L^^V^^u^'  shut-off  of  water  service.     The  customer 

shall  bear  the  cost  of  the  enforcement  action. 

Suburban  Resale  Customerf^ 

Customers  purchasing  water  for  resale  are  strongly 
encouraged  to  adopt  water  usage  restrictions  and  enforcement 
programs  similar  to  those  employed  in  San  Francisco. 

Hew  Construction.     Additional  water  may  be  granted  for  new 
construction  providing  water  saving  devices  are  incorporated  in 
interior  plumbing  fixtures  and  any  landscaping  is  kept  to  a 
minimum  and  incorporates  low  water  use  landscaping  designs  and 
irrigation  systems. 

Exceptions 

Exceptions  to  these  regulations  and  restrictions  may  be 
made  for  the  protection  of  public  health  or  safety  or  undue 
hardship  to  the  applicant  including  adverse  economic  impacts 
such  as  loss  of  production  or  jobs.     Any  exceptions  are  subject 
to,   the  following  requirements  and  procedures: 

1.  It  must  be  shown  that  there  are  no  alternatives  to  the 
use  of  water. 

2.  Applications  must  be  in  writing  to  the  Commercial 
Division  Management,   San  Francisco  Water  Department, 
425  Mason  Street,   San  Francisco,   CA  94102. 

3.  Water  used  under  this  exception  procedure  must  be 
efficiently  used  without  waste. 

4.  Approval  of  exceptions  for  non-residential  customers 
will  require  verification  of  use  of  all  appropriate 
conservation  measures. 

5.  Denials  of  application  may  be  appealed  to  the  General 
Manager  of  the  Water  Department  whose  decision  will  be 
f  ina 1 . 


0016f/4-6 


SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT 
1988  WATER  CONSERVATION  PROGRAM 


Program  Objective:     Reduce  systemwide  water  demand 
by  25%  compared  to  1987  with  minimum  impact  on 
business,   employment  and  quality  of  life. 


Water  Conservation  Activities 

Water  Conservation  Program  Budget 
Supplementals 

Budget  Supplemental  Funding  Plan 


1988    WATER    rrONSERVATION  -RCTIVITTRK 


.-   v^T^^u^^^^^"^  utilities  Commission  through   its  Water  Department 
established  an  ongoing  water  conservation  program  in  1986.     In  1987 
it  added  an  administrator  and  some  program  funds.     The  FY  88-89 
budget   request  includes  additional  and  expanded  programs  The 
critical  need  to  reduce  demand  in  1988  emphasizes  the  importance  of 
this  program  and  will  require  increases  in  the  program's  scope  and 
outreach.     The  easiest  way  to  stay  within  the  bounds  of  the  rationed 
allotments  is  by  eliminating  waste.     Conservation  methods  do  that. 

The  conservation  activities  focus  on  public  information  and 
education.     They  are  aimed  at  reaching  the  greatest  amount  of 
people,   the  large  users,   and  schools. 


PROGRAM  HIHHr.TfiHTS 

Public  Information 

o       Train  all  Water  Department  employees  engaged  in  customer 
service  functions  on  rationing  program  rules  and 
regulations , 

o       Development  and  distribution  of  brochure  for  all  City 
businesses  and  residences  to  explain  the  need  for 
rationing,  the  effect  on  individual  customers  and  methods 
of  saving  water. 

o       Development  of  public  information  materials  in  Chinese  and 
Spanish . 

o       Inform  each  customer  of  their  water  allotment. 

o       Conservation  campaign  to  include  billboards,  buses, 
libraries,   city  buildings,   schools,   newspapers  and 
television . 

o       Specialized  informational  brochures  for  apa rtmenthouses , 
certain  businesses  and  industries,   schools  and  large 
irrigation  customers . 

o       Information  on  water  conservation  in  gardens. 

o       Community  outreach  programs  using  speakers  bureau  with 

video  and  slide  presentations  on  the  water  supply  system 
and  conservation. 

o       Inclusion  of  a  water  conservation  message  in  all  water 
bi 1 Is  . 

o       Develop  a  water  conservation  logo  and  slogan. 
0336L-3 

-1- 


Schopls  Program 


O 


O 


Distribute  water  conservation  materials   and  Hetch  Hetchy 
video  presentation. 

Provide  student  field  trips  of  water  department  facilities, 

o      Theatrical  presentations  on  water  conservation  in  selected 
schools . 

o      Coordinate  program  with  suburban  wholesale  customers  and 
provide  educational  coordinator  for  development  of 
conservation  curriculum. 

Retrofit  Program 

o       Support  programs  to  install  toilet  dams,    low  flow 
showerheads,    aerators  in  low  income  housing  in  San 
Francisco . 

o       Make  water  savings  kits  available  to  customers  at  cost. 


Suburban  Resale  Customers 
o 


o 


Monitor  progress  and  assist  in  the  implementation  of  their 
conservation  activities. 

Assist  in  planning  ways  to  eliminate  waste  and  improve 
irrigation  efficiency. 

Develop  systerawide  public  information  program. 

1.  Program  development,   promotion  and  distribution  of 
public  information  materials,  speakers'  bureau 
engagements,   promotional  work  with  media. 

2.  Design  and  preparation  of  conservation  brochure  and 
billing  inserts  -  3  @  $2,500. 

3.  Preparation  of  joint  press  releases,  posters, 
bill-boards  and  public  service  messages  for  radio  and 
TV, 

4.  Design  and  preparation  of  presentations  in  video  16mm 
and  slide  formats  for  various  audiences. 
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L.arae    Wat^r  Usert? 


O 


Make  direct  contact  with  large  water  users  in  San  Francisco 
to  offer   information  and   assistance   in  water  conservation! 

Individual   letters  to  large  users  including  government 
agencies. 


Monitor  the  water  consumption  of  individual  customers. 

Survey  customers  that  use  large  amounts  of  water  for 
cooling  or  processing  to  see  that  recycling  is  at  the 
maximum  level . 


Landscaping/Irrigation  IT<?p 

o      Seek  inclusion  of  conservation  elements  in  the  land  use 
planning  process  in  San  Francisco  and  the  suburbs. 

o       Conduct   landscape  audits  for  large  irrigation  customers 
(e.g.   golf  courses,   cemetaries,   schools,  parks). 

o       Develop  weather  information  system  for  total  service  area 
in  coordination  with  existing  State  Program  and  develop 
public  information  program. 

o      Promote  low  water  use  landscaping  principles. 

o       Provide  demonstration  gardens  on  low-water-use  landscapes 
(e.g.   Golden  Gate  Park  Arboretum). 

o       Work  with  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department  to 

establish  specific  guidelines  for  landscaping  that  reduces 
turfgrass  and  utilizes  more  native  plants. 


General 

o       Promote  water  conservation  in  City  departments. 

o       Eliminate  water  waste  through  aggressive  enforcement  of 
water  use  restrictions. 
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Water  Conservation  Program  Budget  Supplemental 


iQflQ  ^^^H        ^  ^"^?"th  budget  for  the  period  June  through  January, 
1989      The  budget  is  based  largely  on  experience  gained  during  a 

r^^-^-^''^?^^  emergency  in  1977.     This  budget  is  a  summary  of 
all  the  additional  costs  associated  with  the  expanded  conservation 
and  rationing  program.     The  next  section  will  explain  and  identify 
the  funding  sources.  a**v,4.i.jr 

Personnel 

^^^h-'^^fh^^?^""^i  "^^^         ""^^^  ^  "^ter  rationing  section 

within  the  Water  Department's  Commercial  Division  at  425  Mason 
Street.     The  Clerical  staff  will  respond  to  customer  inquiries, 
provide  conservation  information  and  process  requests  for  increased 
water  allotments  and  exceptions  to  the  regulations  and 
restrictions.     The  field  personnel  will  inspect  commercial  and 
industrial  customers  and  other  large  water  users  to  provide 
information  on  conservation  measures  and  verify  requests  for 
increased  water  allotments. 

An  additional  leak  repair  crew  will  be  used  at  the  City 
Distribution  Division  to  provide  prompt  repair  of  all   leaks  This 
IS  necessary  to  conserve  water  and  maintain  public  credibility  of 
the  program. 

An  additional  sanitary  engineering  technician  will  be  used  by 
the  Water  Quality  Division  to  handle  the  expected  increase  in 
customer  service  requests  for  water  analysis,  cross  connection 
control  and  system  monitoring. 
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1-4310 

1-  7317 
4-7316 

2-  1480 
8-1478 

1-  6106 

2-  7388 
1-7514 


Commer ical   Division  Assistant  Supervisor 

1611   B/W  X   16   pay  periods  =  25,776 

Senior  Water  Service  Inspector 

2014  B/W  X  16  pay  periods  =  32,224 

Water  Service  Inspectors 

4  (1740  B/W  X  16  pay  periods)  =  111,360 
Principal  Water  Services  Clerk 

2  (1152  B/W  X  16  pay  periods)  =  36,864 
Senior  Water  Services  Clerk 

8  (1047  B/W  X  16  pay  periods)  =  134,016 
Sanitary  Engineering  Technician 

1881  B/W  X  16  pay  periods  =  30,096 

Utility  Plumber 

2  (1740  B/W  X  16  pay  periods)  =  55,680 
Laborer 

(1147  B/W  X  16  pay  periods)  =  is .352 


sub-total  469,368 
25%  fringes     117 . 342 


TOTAL  $586,710 
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Overtime 


Overtime  is  needed  to  handle  the  expected  work  loads  for 
processing  requests  for  increased  water  allocations.  Timely 
response  is  critical  for  program  credibility  and  workload 
management.     There  will  be  a   lag   in  the  Department's  ability  to  hire 
additional  personnel  and  existing  personnel  will  be  required  to  work 
longer  hours  to  make  timely  response  possible. 

$50,000 

Engineer i no  Services 

Specialized  engineering  services  are  needed  to  expand  the  use  of 
groundwater  in  San  Francisco.     The  work  will  consist  of  quantifying 
the  output  of  existing  wells  and  pumps  identifying  additional  uses 
and  developing  a  preliminary  design  for  transmission  facilities. 

$25,000 

Data  Processing 

Additional  analysts  and  programmers  will  be  required  to  develop 
systems  to  calculate  water  allocations,  notify  customers,  monitor 
consumption  and  apply  penalty  rates  for  excessive  consumption 

$25,000 

Vehicle  Rentals 

One  utility  truck  and  seven  vehicles  will  be  needed  to  provide 
the  field  personnel  with  a  means  to  get  around  their  designated 
service  areas. 

$40,000 

Other  Rentals 

The  clerical  staff  will  require  equipment  rentals  and  a  copy 
machine.  One  garage  rental  will  be  needed.  The  additional  leak 
crew  at  the  City  Distribution  Division  requires  a  compressor  and 
miscellaneous  tools . 

$14,700 

Other  Contractual  Services 

Mailing  services  to  reach  all  water  users  are  needed.  Also, 
miscellaneous  services  such  as  graphics,  map  reproductions,  signs, 
etc.  will  be  required  for  many  different  facets  of  the  program. 
Additional  water  quality  testing  will  be  required  as  part  of  the 
expansion  of  groundwater  use  and  in  response  to  public  requests  for 
testing  wells . 

$30,000 
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Postage 


Postage  is  needed  for  two  direct  mailings  to  all  customers  and 
households  in  San  Francisco. 

$70,000 

Printing 

A  wide-ranging  public  information  campaign  is  a  necessary  part 
of  a  rationing  program.     Customers  and  the  general  public  must  be 
informed  about  the  nature  of  the  water  supply  emergency,    the  need 
for  water  conservation,   conservation  methods  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  rationing  program.     Printing  funds  will  allow 
preparation  and  production  of  direct  mailings,   4  billing  inserts, 
posters,  billboards,   and  brochures  for  particular  classes  of  water 
users . 

$50,000 


Other  Current  Services 

A  small  amount  for  miscellaneous  current  services  such  as 
delivery  services,  bridge  tolls,  etc.  would  be  required. 

$  1,000 

Materials  and  Supplies 

The  staff  will  need  to  be  provided  with  supplies  and  tools  to 
perform  their  functions.     There  will  also  be  forms  and  mailing 
envelopes  needed  to  inform  customers  about  the  program  and  give  them 
their  allotments.     The  purchase  of  specialized  conservation 
brochures  to  respond  to  information  requests  from  the  general  public 
will  also  be  needed. 

$35,000 

Systemwide  Programs  in  Cooperation  with  the  Suburban  Resale 
Customers . 

o       Program  development,   promotion  and  distribution  of  public 
information  materials,   speakers'   bureau  engagements, 
promotional  work  with  media. 

o       Design  and  preparation  of  conservation  brochure  and  billing 
insert  -  3  @  $2,500. 

o      Preparation  of  joint  press  releases,  posters,  bill-boards 
and  public  service  messages  for  radio  and  TV. 
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Design  and  preparation  of  presentations  in  video  16mm  and 
slide  formats  for  various  audiences. 

$  75,000 
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Equipment 

Some  equipment  may  be  needed  that  cannot  be  anticipated  now 
The  ability  to  purchase  small  equipment  such  as:     a  video  monitor  a 
slide  projector  or  a  film  projector  that  can  be  brought  to  speaking 
engagements;   a  video  camera  for  training;   or  more  pressure  recorders 
for  field  inspection . 

$  4,000 

Data  Processing  Equipment 

Twelve  terminals  are  needed  to  give  the  clerical  staff  customer 
information  and  allow  them  to  make  on-line  adjustments  and 
corrections . 

The  Water  Quality  Division  also  needs  two  portable  computers  to 
be  able  to  do  analyses  in  the  field  and  at  remote  locations  such  as 
Rock  River  or  Tesla  Portal.  ^^^^ 

$32,000 

PROGRAM  TOTAL  $1,038,410 
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Budget   Supplemental   Funding  Plan 


The  funding  plan  for  the  Water  Conservation  and  Rationing 
Program  will  be  funded  by  the  Water  Department  from  two  sources. 

Recognizing  the  need  to  keep  rate  increases  to  a  minimum  and 
also  acknowledging  the  need  to  begin  immediately,   the  Department 
plans  to  use  existing  funds  from  its  FY  87-88  operating  budget  to 
fund  the  costs  through  June  30,   1988.     Funds  that  have  been 
identified  as  savings  or  lower  priority  needs  will  be  reallocated 
and  used.     Salary  savings  will  be  used  to  pay  for  the  temporary 
personnel.     The  estimated  cost  is  $389,630. 

Funds  for  the  program  after  July  1,   1988  are  being  requested 
through  an  amendment  to  the  FY  88-89  budget  request.     These  funds 
will  be  added  to  the  Water  Conservation  programmatic  budget 
request.     The  estimated  cost  of  this  request  is  $648,780.  The 
breakdown  by  object  is  as  follows: 


100 

Overtime 

$  25,000 

020 

Temporary  Salaries 

494 , 080 

102 

Professional  Services 

25,000 

109 

Other  Contractual  Services 

58,700 

120 

Other  Current  Services 

20,000 

130 

Materials  &  Supplies 

10,000 

231 

Data  Processing  Equipment 

16.000 

TOTAL 

$  648,780 
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SA«  FEAHCrSCO 


JAKUASY       FBBBUARy  HAECU 


1987  WATBB  CONSUHPTION 

(IN  CCF'S) 
AVmCB  JAH-PBB-BAE-DBC 

DIFFBBBNCE     (See  Kote  1 

1988  ALLOTHBKT 

90X  INTBBHAL 
m  EITBBHAl 


1988  S?STBHi(IDB  KATBfi  ALLOTHBNT  SUHMAS? 

WAY  ^"MB  JUL?         AUGUST      SBPTBHBBfi       OCTOflBfi      HOVBKBBR  DBCBKBBfi 


TOTAL 


3,a60,»9     U12,158    3.90M8S  3,669,2^7  ^.m.m  3,181,605  3.»3.6Sr 

J.5",910    3,523,910    3,523,  910    3,523,910    3,523,  910  3,123,910  3,523,910  3,523,910  3,523,910 

'.»M17       M5,337  853,866  (342,305|  «9,'759 

'i;!;^;: 

=                            M71,519    3,395,866    3,306,339     3,<(6,818    3,323,7(9    3,669,  138  3,171,519  3,513,065  3,  171,519  3,171,519 


Note  1:  [)  Indicates  1987  consuaption  Less  Than  JAN-PBfl-MAE-DEC  AVG. 

SF  totals  include  retail  and  non-pay  aunicipal  accounts  outside  San  Francisco 


SAVrHGS 


*6. 151,605 
12, m, 320 
3,867,(85 

38,058,228 
1,S25,8SI 

39,581,083 
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1987  WATER  CONSUHPTION 

(IN  CCF'S I 
AVB8AGB  ;AN-PEB-HAE-DBC 

DrPPBEBHCB     (See  Note  I| 

1988  ALLOTMENT 

m  mum 

m  BITEBNAL 


JULY         AUGUST     SBPTBHBBE       OCTOBBB      NOVBHBEB  DECBNBBE 


TOTAL 


M00,707    9,3O0,(((     9,6(1,13^    9,666,6raM5r-Mi^728    6,253,252  Ml»,m 
■."M62    3,983,958    M83,695    M2M85     5,0,9,859    ,,505,304    3,,97,979    M36,  503         ,  372 
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4,335.071  1.335,071  1,335.071  1,939,139  5.928,657  6,128,552  6,261,E 
Note  I:  0  Indicates  1987  conBuiptioD  Less  Than  JAN-FEB-HAB-DEC  AVG. 


TOTAL  1987  CONSUHPTION  STSTBHiflDB:  137,229,170  CCF's 
TOTAL  1988  ALLOTHBNT  SYSTBHMIDB:      103,121,716  CCF's 


(Including  Santa  Clara  and  San  Jose) 

(Zero  Ailotaents  to  Santa  Clara  and  San  Josel 


6,355.018    6,137,196    5,731,266    1,909,675  1,335.071 

SAVINGS 

TOTAL  SAVINGS  SYSTBHWIDB:     33,307,151  CCF's 
TOTAL  PBBCBNTAGB  SAVINGS:  21.61I( 


TOTAL 


87,032,831  I 

57,800.988  ! 

I 

29,291,816  ; 

I 
I 

52,020,889  ! 
11,716,738  I 

63,737,627  I 
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PROJECTED    WATER    USE    AND    RESERVOIR  STORAGE 

Because  198  7  provided  low  precipitation  and  runof f ,  the  PUC 
curt ailed  power  product  ion  beyond  that  generated  in  the 
process  of  meeting  water  requirements,  and  the  Water 
Department  instituted  a  voluntary  water  conservation 
program.  Given  the  continued  dry  weather  in  1988,  if  water 
consumption  in  198  8  were  comparable  to  1987  levels , 
supplies  would  be  seriously  depleated,  and  the  system  would 
be  unable  to  withstand  another  year  of  below  average 
runoff.  To  date,  water  use  has  exceeded  1987  levels  by  10 
percent. 

The  ability  to  satisfy  these  projected  water  requirements 
has  been  reexamined  in  1  ight  of  actual  runoff  conditions 
and  the  higher  than  projected  water  use  during  the 
un  seas  on  ally  hot  periods  experienced  and  anticipated  this 
year.  Water  supply  planning  also  considered  the 
uncertainty  in  runoff  that  may  be  obtained  next  year. 

If  water  use  in  19  88  and  1989  were  no  more  than  in  19  87 , 
total  system  storage  would  be  only  26  percent  of  capacity, 
at  the  end  of  1988 ,  and  another  dry  year  would  deplete  all 
storage  by  at  least  April,  1989. 

Figure  1  shows  average  monthly  rates  of  total  system  water 
use,  and  provides  the  1987  pattern  of  water  use  for 
comparison.  The  line  labeled  Allocation  Plan  reflects  the 
results  of  the  recommended  water  conservation  program.  The 
f igure  also  shows  actual  water  del iveries  to  date  since 
January,  1988.  Clearly,  a  dramatic  reduction  in  water  use, 
of  approximately  25  percent,    is  required. 

Figure  2  shows  the  impact  of  this  conservation  program  on 
reservoir  storage.  Values  representing  beginning-of -month 
storage  levels  are  indicated  for  total  mountain,  total 
local  and  total  system  storage.  For  these  analyses,  runoff 
during  1989  is  assumed  comparable  to  this  year's  runoff. 
Storage  at  the  end  of  1988  would  be  33  percent  of 
capacity .  During  19  89 ,  water  use  would  continue  to  exceed 
runoff,  and  storage  would  be  further  depleted.  At  the  end 
of  19  89,  storage  would  drop  to  minimum  operating  levels, 
indicating  that  if  another  equally  dry  year  were 
experienced,  more  stringent  water  conservation  measures 
would  be  required  during  that  year. 

The  level  of  water  conservation  proposed  represents  a 
necessary  and  prudent  reduction  given  current  storage 
conditions  and  the  uncertainty  in  runoff  that  may  occur  in 
the  coming  year . . The .  water  supply  analysis  demonstrates 
that  ordinary  water  requirements  of  the  retail  and 
wholesale  customers  cannot  be  satisfied  without  depletion 
of  supply  to  the  extent  that  there  would  be  insufficient 
water  for  human  consumption,  sanitation  and  fire  protection 
purposes.  As  such,  a  water  shortage  emergency  condition 
exists  in  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department's  retail  and 
wholesale  customer  service  areas .  Although  the  shortage  is 
not  immediate,  there  is  a  threatened  shortage  based  on 
reasonably  estimated  water  supply  and  consumption  figures. 


1988 


Month 


1989 


System  Storage 

Allocation  Plan,  with  Actuals  To  Dote 
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MEMORANDUM 


DATE:  April  22,  1988 

TO:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Cdmmission 

FROM:  General  Manager  and  Chief  Engined// 

SUBJECT:  Monthly  Report  of  March  Activiti& 


OPERATIONS 


Storage.     The  month-end  status  of  local  storage  reservoirs  is  shown 
on  the  accompanying  figure  1.     The  storage  levels  in  the  Peninsula 
Division  reservoirs  at  the  end  of  March  amounted  to  19.5  billion 
gallons  or  66%  of  capacity.     This  is  slightly  more  than  the  19.4 
billion  gallons  or  65%  of  capacity  in  storage  at  the  end  of 
February.     For  the  Suburban  system  as  a  whole,   storage  amounted  to 
42,0  billion  gallons  and  54%  of  capacity  compared  to  41.5  billion 
gallons  and  53%  of  capacity  at  the  end  of  last  month. 

Production.     Water  supplied  by  Hetch  Hetchy  and  the  production  of 
local  water  treatment  plants  are  shown  on  the  accompanying  figure  2. 

Consumption.  Gross  water  deliveries  to  San  Francisco  customers  and 
the  suburban  area  are  displayed  on  the  accompanying  figure  3. 


Water  Supply 


1.  Hetch  Hetchy  water  import:     An  average  of  300.1  million 
gallons  per  day  (MGD)   for  the  month  of  March. 

2.  Sunol  Valley  Filtration  Plant  treated  0.0  MGD. 
San  Andreas  Filtration  Plant  treated  34.1  MGD. 

3.  Consumption  (MGD  average): 

March  1988  -  279.1)  17.5  percent  more 

March  1987  -  237.6) 

March  1988  -  279.1)  "  16.2  percent  more 

March  1977  -  240.1) 

12  months  preceding 

April   1,    1988     -     292.1)  3.7  percent  more 

April   1,    1987     -  281.7) 

4.  Storage  (million  gallons)  as  of  April  1: 


1987 


1988 


Increase 
-  Decrease 


%  Full 
Capacity 


Alameda  Div.    (Capacity  48.014) 


25, 099 


22,472 


-  2,627 


47 


Peninsula  Div.    (Capacity  29.783) 


16,167 


19,547 


3,380 


66 


Total   (Maximum  Capacity  77.797) 


41,266 


42,019 


753 


54 
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CONTINUING  PROGRAMS 


Net  Paving  Sales 


Actual 
Estimated 

Increase/ (Decrease) 
Increase/Decrease  (%) 


March 
1988 


$3,921,162 
3,695,861 
225,301 
6.1 


Fiscal  Year 
To  Date  

$40,589,222 

40,707,538 

(118, 316) 

(0.3) 


Leases  and  Permits.     By  the  terms  of  their  leases,    royalties  or 
percentage  of  revenue  received  for  the  month  of  March  are  as 
f ol lows : 


Santa  Clara  Sand  and  Gravel 
Sunol  Golf  Course 
Crystal  Springs  Golf  Course 
Mission  Valley  Rock 


$25,400. 19 
18,753.13 
15,066.42 
40,132.78 


Vehicular  Accidents.  During  the  month  of  March  there  were  3 
accidents,   1  of  which  was  possibly  avoidable. 


Industrial  Accidents.  There  were  12  lost-time  injuries  in 
March.     There  is  a  total  of  28  for  the  calendar  year. 


Flushing .     Due  to  the  water  conservation  effort,  the  flushing 
program  was  suspended  in  March. 

March  Fiscal  Year 

1988  1987-88 

Mains  (all  sizes) ,  lineal 

feet  -0-  -0- 


0005D 
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Figure  1 

LOCAL  WATER  STORAGE 

THROUGH  MARCH,  1988 
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Figure  2 


WATER  PRODUCTION 

THROUGH  MARCH,  1988 


Figure  3 

GROSS  WATER  DELIVERIES 

THROUGH  MARCH.  1988 
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MONTHLY  STATUS  REPORT 


CONTRACT  PREPARATION 


March,  1988 


YR. 


PREPARED  BY:  Dickennan 


\a  NO. 


PROJECT 


EST. 
LGTH. 


EST. 
COS! 


PERCENT 
COMPLETE 


This 
Month 


Total 


SCHEDULED  COMPLETION 
OF  PLANS  AND  SPECS. 


REMARKS 


San  Jose  Ave.  &  30th  St. 


9,400 


8-Inch  Main  in  Bush  St, , 
Octavia  St.  to  Mason  St. 


4,700 


8-Inch  Main  in  Post  St. 
Powell  to  Market  Sts. 


8-Inch  Main  in  O'Farrell 
St.,  Larkin  St,  to 
Grant  Ave. 

8-Inch  Main  in  Taylor  St. 
Golden  Gate  to  Sutter  and 
Pine  to  Washington 


8-Inch  Main  in  Bush  St. , 
Presidio  Ave.  to  Octavia 


12-Inch  Main  in  Mission 
St.  ,  Cotter  to  Onondaga 


2,100 


3,850 


3,700 


5,700 


2,300,000 


1 ,030,000 


610,000 


1,155,000 


1  ,110,000 


1  ,030,000 


2,500 


300,000 


20 


10 


10 


20 


95 


100 


100 


80 


80 


92 


25 


April,  1988 
(Revised) 


March,  1988 
(Revised) 


February,  1988 
(Revised) 


April,  1' 


April,  1988 
Revised) 


April,  1988 
(Revised) 


June,  1988 


Project  reactivated  due  to 
'  J  '  1 ine  funds  now  avail- 
able from  D.O.T. 


Main  Replacement 


Main  Replacement 
Main  Replacement 
Main  Replacement 


Main  Replacement 


Feeder  Main 


r  aye    i.    \j  '  c 


MONTHLY  STATUS  REPORT 


CONTRACT  PREPARATION 


March  ,  1988 


YR. 


PREPARED  BY: 


T.  Dickerman 


PROJECT 


Cement  Mortar  Line  54" 
Main  in  Junipero  Serra 
Blvd.  ,  from  Holloway 
to  SI  oat 


EST. 
LGTH, 


4,600 


8-Inch  Main  in  Hamilton, 
Dwight,  Brussels,  and 


2,400 


EST. 

COSl 


450,009 


PERCENT 
COMPLETE 


This 
Month 


280,000 


10 


Total 


SCHEDULED  COMPLETION 
OF  PLANS  AND  SPECS. 


May,  1988 


REMARKS 


Cement  Mortar  Line 


10 


June,  1988 


Main  Replacement 


Ordway  Sts. 

8-Inch  Main  in  Polk  St., 
Ellis  St.  to  Clay  St. 


4,700 


8-Inch  Main  in  Broadway' 
St. ,  Laquna  St.  to  Van 
J'less  Ave. 


1  ,850 


998,000 


August,  1988 


Main  Replacement 


8-Inch  Main  iii  Francisco, 
Leavenworth,  Chestnut, 
Lombard.  Greenwich  Sts. 


3,000 


350,000 


August,  1988 


Main  Replacement 


510,000 


September,  1988 


Main  Replacement 


Sania  Crara,  California  95o-  r 
(408)  98  7  8080 

TWX  -910  338  0026     TELEX -34  6372 

inlel 

April  25,  1988 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
287  City  Hall 
San  Francisco,  OA  94102 

Attention:     Mr.  H.  Welton  Flynn, 
President 

Sir: 

Intel  Corporation  of  Santa  Clara  is  very  concerned  about  your 
recent  plans  to  shut  off  Hetch  Hetchy  water  service  to  Santa 
Clara  and  San  Jose.     Although  these  cities  have  alternate  water 
sources,  we  believe  this  action  will  have  major  financial  impact 
and  could  cause  serious  economic  disruption  due  to  potential 
production  cutbacks  at  Intel  and  other  local  Electronic  Manu- 
facturers.    The  facts  leading  to  these  conclusions  are  as 
follows : 

Intel  employs  over  3500  people  in  the  Bay  Area  and  adds  over  $150 
million  annually  to  the  local  economy.     Our  semiconductors  and 
other  electronic  products  manufactured  here  are  key  components  of 
many  personal  computers,   information  processing  devices,  and 
controls  produced  in  the  Bay  Area  and  throughout  the  world. 

Substitution  of  hard  well  water  for  soft  Hetch  Hetchy  water  will 
cost  Intel  an  additional  $2.5  million  annually.     This  is  the 
treatment  cost  for  the  removal  of  the  added  dissolved  minerals 
for  our  high  purity  deionized  (DI)  water.     This  excludes  any 
added  surcharges  for  raw  water  purchase. 

Due  to  the  high  cost  of  water  in  our  processes,  Intel's 
fabrication  and  test  facilities  are  designed  and  operated  to 
minimize  unnecessary  water  use.     Continued  process  improvements 
have  yielded  two  conservation  projects  in  March. 

Our  two  local  fabrication  plants  used  more  water  in  1988  than  in 
corresponding  1987  months.     Use  in  one,  which  was  newly  renovated 
in  1986,   has  increased  by  50%  due  to  production  growth.  Water 
use  in  the  second  has  grown  by  35%  to  achieve  the  stringent 
product  quality  needed  in  modern  technology.     A  third  fab  for 
technology  development  is  scheduled  to  start  up  in  1989.     Lack  of 
adequate  water  supply  would  force  a  delay  of  this  project  and  the 
Job  creation  associated  with  it . 

Cont'd. . . 


AN  EQUAL  OPPORTUNITY  EMPLOYER  M/F/H 


Public  Utilities 
April    25.  1988 
Page  2  of  2 


Commieslon 


To  accommodate  the  elimination  of  Hetch  Hetchy  water,  Santa  Clara 
16  coneidering  aeking  for  reductions  of  25%  from  1987  use.  This 
would  require  Intel  to  reduce  present  use  by  at  least  50%.  Since 
roughly  two  thirds  of  our  total  water  is  treated  for  high  purity 
DI  processing,  this  level  would  be  impossible  to  meet  through 
conservation  alone . 

As  a  result,   Intel  requests  that  you  reconsider  your  staff's 
recommendation  to  completely  cut  off  Hetch  Hetchy  water  to  Santa 
Clara.     Many  semiconductor  firms  are  concentrated  there.  Water 
treatment  cost  increases  alone  would  be  crippling  to  many. 
Potential  production  cutbacks  accompanied  by  layoffs,  planned  or 
unplanned,  could  be  even  more  disruptive,  also  affecting 
customers  in  the  computer  and  information  processing  industries 
and  eventually  end  users  in  business,  commerce,  and  education. 

We  encourage  you  to  treat  Santa  Clara  and  San  Jose  identically  to 
your  other  customers  until  forecasts  indicate  that  mandatory 
water  conservation  or  rationing  ie  necessary.     Intel  will,  of 
course,  continue  to  pursue  all  feasible  ways  to  eliminate 
unnecessary  water  use. 

Thank  you  for  considering  Intel's  concerns  in  your  deliberations 
on  April  28. 


G  /  g .  Moore , 
Intel  Corporation 
Chairman  of  the  Board 

CC:     Mayor  Everett  Souza 

Vice  Mayor  John  Mahan 
Councilman  David  Tobkin 
Councilman  Jim  Ash 
Councilman  Vern  Deto 
Councilwoman  Judy  Nadler 
Councilwoman  Sue  Lasher 

R.   Hathorn.   Dir. of  Water  &  Sewer  Utilities 

J.   Bogard.  SCCMG 

J.  Jarve.   Intel  Corp. 

J.  Harden.   Intel  Corp. 
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CLAIMS  DIVISION 


APRIL  1988 


NUMBER  AMOUNT 


HEW  CLAIMS  FILED! 

PERSONAL  INJURY: 

PROPERTY  DAMAGE: 

COMBINED  PERSONAL  INJURY 
AND  PROPERTY  DAMAGE: 

TOTAL: 

CLAIMS  FILED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  4-30-8B  

CLAIMS  FILED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  4-30-87  

COLLECTIONS  THIS  MONTH 

COLLECTIONS  RECEIVED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  4-30-69 
COLLECTIONS  RECEIVED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  4-30-67 

CLAIMS  SETTLED  THIS  MONTH: 
PERSONAL  INJURY: 
PROPERTY  DAMAGE: 

TOTAL: 

CLAIMS  SETTLED  THIS  MONTH: 
NON-LITIGATED: 

LITIGATED:    (Municipal  Railway) 
LITIGATED:    (City  Attorney) 
COURT  JUDGMENT:    (Municipal  Railway) 
COURT  JUDGMENT:    (City  Attorney) 

TOTAL: 

CLAIMS  SETTLED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  4-30-68  

CLAIMS  SETTLED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  4-30-87  

ACCIDENTS  RECORDED  THIS  MONTH: 
PASSENGER: 
TRAFFIC: 

TOTAL: 

ACCIDENTS  RECORDED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  4-30-68 

ACCIDENTS RECORDED  FISCAL  YEAR  TO  DATE  4-3Q-87 


122 
129 

 18 

269 
1923 
1746 


44 

43 


70 
f> 
8 
1 

 2 

87 
1252 
1176 

241 

307 

546 
4152 
3740 


$  5,637,468 
111,866 

649,498 
$  6,398,832 
$61,382,869 
$66,844,420 

$  11,963 
$  63,018 
t  166,291 

$  126,000 
36,029 

$  164,029 

$  72,23) 
27,937 
26,950 
1,172 
35,739 

$  164,029 
$4,101,231 
$5,217,159 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
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Mayor 

REGULAR  MEETING 
Room  282,   City  Hall 
2:00  P.M. 
April  26,  1988 

COMMISSIONERS 
H.  Welton  Flynn,  President 
Arthur  V.  Toupin,  Vice  President 
Jeffrey  Lee 
Charna  E ,  Staten 
Mark  W.  Buell 


DEPARTMENTS 
Hetch  Hetchy  Project 
Municipal  Railway 
Water  Department 


BUREAUS 

Claims  and  Contracts 

Energy  Conservation 

Engineering  and 

Const ruct ion  Management 

Financial  Management  and 
Performance  Monitoring 

Information  Systems 

Personnel  and  Training 


Dean  W.  Coffey 
GENERAL  MANAGER 


Romaine  A.  Boldridge 
SECRETARY 


88-066 


Call  to  Order :     2 :05  P.M. 


Present:      President  H.  Welton  Flynn,  Vice  President  Arthur  V, 

Toupin,  Commissioner  Charna  E.  Staten,  Commissioner  Mark 
W.  Buell 

Excused:       Commissioner  Jeffrey  Lee 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the  Minutes  of  the  regular 
meeting  of  April  12,   1988  were  approved. 

A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 

RESOLUTION 
NO. 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0135        WD      Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD- 200  3 ,  Sunol 
Water  Filter  Plant  -  Modify  Wash  Water  Pond  and 
Sludge  Drain  System, 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0136        MR      Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.   MR-875,  No.  14 
Mission  Line  between  Main  and  Fourth  Streets, 
Trolley  Coach  Overhead  Reconstruction. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0137         MR       Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,   and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Municipal  Railway  Con t r act  No .   MR-8  77  , 
Construction  of  Handicapped  Platforms  at  Junipero 
Serra  Boulevard  and  Ocean  Avenue  and  at  the  Balboa 
Park  Station  near  Geneva  Avenue. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Staten,  Buell 


88-067 


On  motion  of  Toupin,  seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following   resolution  was  adopted: 


88-0138        MR      Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  MR-860,  Treat 
Avenue  Facility  -  General  Construction. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0139         HH       Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH-797,  Cherry-Eleanor 
Pump  Station. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Staten,  Buell, 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0140        HH      Approving  the  plans  and  specifications  as  prepared 
and  recommended  by  staff,  and  authorizing  Bid  Call 
for  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH-792,  Replace 
Streetlight  Yard. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0141  WD  Awarding  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No 
WD-1963R,  Reroof  CDD  Water  Department  Buildings,  m 
the  amount  of  $125,012,  to  Anderson  Roofing  &  Sheet 
Metal  Co.,   Inc.,  Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

88-0142        WD      Accepting  the  work  performed  under  San  Francisco 

water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-1965R,  Bay  Division 
Pipelines  1  and  2  -  Cathodic  Protection,  as 
satisfactorily  completed;  approving  Debit  Contract 
Modification  No.   3  in  the  amount  of  $4,300; 
authorizing  an  extension  of  time  for  unavoidable 
delays  of  29  calendar  days;   and  authorizing  final 
payment  in  the  amount  of  $52,453.90  to  Aspen 
Construction  of  California,   Inc.,  Contractor. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Toupin,   Staten,  Buell 
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On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Requesting  authorization  of  the  Controller  to 
reallocate  the  amount  of  $67,500  for  new  telephone 
system  costs,  to  be  funded  from  Materials  and 
Supplies . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Approving  the  sale  of  an  easement  within  Water 
Department  land,  being  a  portion  of  Summit  Reservoir 
Tract,  to  PG&E  to  convert  their  existing  overhead 
facilities  to  underground;   and  authorizing  the 
Director  of  Property  to  prepare  the  necessary 
legislation  for  Board  of  Supervisors  enactment  to 
consummate  the  sale. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Toupin,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Toupin,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Requesting  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway 
Improvement  Corporation  to  provide  up  to  $250,000  in 
funds  to  secure  a  contractor  to  study  contamination 
from  the  Kirkland  bus  and  maintenance  yard 
operations,   reimbursement  to  be  made  from  the  sale 
of  Kirkland. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Toupin,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Toupin,  the 
following   resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  extension  of  the  Municipal  Railway's 
participation  in  the  Regional  Transit  Connection 
Clearinghouse  for  six  months. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Buell 
Excused  -  Staten 


On  motion  of  Toupin,   seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Requesting  the  Mayor  to  recommend  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  a  Municipal  Railway  Supplemental 
Appropriation  in  the  amount  of  $125,000  for  platform 
overtime,   to  be  funded  from  surplus  Miscellaneous 
Salaries . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,   Toupin,   Staten,  Buell 
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On  motion  of  Buell,   seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolation  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  the  Water 
Department  to  request  proposals  and  to  select  and 
recommend  an  engineering  consulting  firm  to  initiate 
water  quality  investigations  and  treatment 
alternative  studies  to  evaluate  the  treatability  of 
various  San  Francisco  water  system  surface  supply 
sources,  with  respect  to  new  water  quality  standards. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Staten,  seconded  by  Buell,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 
to  execute  Amendment  No.  1  to  the  Professional 
Services  Agreement  with  Bechtel  North  American  Power 
Corporation  for  design  and  implementation  of  a 
records  management  program,   in  an  amount  not  to 
exceed  $152,630. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,  seconded  by  Staten,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  amendment  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  Fiscal  Year  1988/89  budget  request, 
increasing  funding  of  four  on-going  services  and  two 
new  programs,   at  a  total  cost  of  $899,578. 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,   Staten,  Buell 


On  motion  of  Buell,  seconded  by  Toupin,  the 
following  resolution  was  adopted: 

Authorizing  the  transfer  of  surplus  funds  totaling 
$400,000  from  Municipal  Railway's  Fixed  Charges 
($50,000),  Bureau  of  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
($200,000),  and  Services  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  ($150,000)   to  Object  1450  Claims,  for 
payment  of  claims ,   settlements  and  judgments . 

VOTE:     Ayes  -  Flynn,  Toupin,  Staten,  Buell 


By  Common  Consent,   the  following  resolution  was 
adopted  in  Executive  Session: 

Approving  the  temporary  appointment  of  Anson  Moran 
as  General  Manager,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power, 
effective  May  2,  1988. 
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By  Common  Consent,   the  following  resolution  was 
adopted  in  Executive  Session: 

88-0153  Approving  the  appointment  of  Edward  Harrington  as 

Acting  Assistant  General  Manager,  Finance,  PUC, 
effective  May  2,  1988. 

Copies  of  the  above  resolutions  are  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission . 


******** 

Report  of  the  General  Manager 

Status  Report  on  Deferred  Maintenance 

Mr.  William  G.  Stead,  General  Manager,  Municipal  Railway,  reported 
that  last  year  staff  worked  with  Mayor  Feinstein's  Office  to 
develop  a  zero  based  budget  for  three  divisions — Cable  Car,  Ways  and 
Structures  and  Engineering.     The  purpose  was  to  document  the  amount 
of  work  that  should  be  done  and  the  amount  of  work  being  performed 
with  existing  resources.     However,  no  additional  resources  were 
allotted  due  to  the  City's  budget  problems.     Monitoring  of  the  tasks 
which  should  be  done  indicates  that  in  Cable  Car  Machinery  68%  of 
the  work  is  being  done  and  32%  is  being  deferred;    in  Ways  and 
Structures  59%  of  the  work   is  done  on  straight  time,   2%  on  overtime 
and  39%  is  deferred;    in  Engineering  42%  is  done  on  straight  time,  1% 
on  overtime  and  57%  is  deferred.     He  said  that  he  did  not  have  a 
plan  to  solve  the  problem  now,   but  that  staff  would  propose 
something  in  the  fall  which  would  be  less  than  the  perfect  world. 
In  the  short  term — one,  two  or  three  years  —  the  physical  plant  will 
be  safe  and  will  not  fall  apart.     In  the  long  term  there  will  be 
problems . 

Commissioner  Staten  asked  how  many  of  these  items  could  be  covered 
by  the  1/2  cent  sales  tax.  Mr.  Stead  said  that  many  of  them  could 
be  included  as  replacement  items,   rather  than  deferred  maintenance. 

Commissioner  Staten  asked  about  the  process  of  working  with  the 
Mayor's  Office  for  handling  deferred  maintenance.     Mr.  Stead  said 
that  the  former  Mayor  had  indicated  that  while  there  was  no  room  for 
additional  positions  this  year,  that  an  effort  should  be  made  to 
increase  staffing  over  a  5-year  period. 

******** 

Update  on  Transit  Shelter  Seats 

Mr.   Douglas  Wright,  Director  of  Planning  and  Development,  reported 
that  the  selection  committee  had  spent  a  great  deal  of  time 
reviewing  the  seat  design.     He  said  that   it   is  not   intended  as  a 
seat  but  as  a  leaning  perch.     The  same  design  has  been  used  in 
several  cities.     So  far  there  have  only  been  two  written  complaints 
about  the  seats. 

Commissioner  Staten  asked  about  the  experience  of  other  cities 
regarding  safety  of  the  seats.     Mr.  Louis  Lillian,  of  Gannett 
Outdoor,   replied  that  he  was  not  aware  of  any  accidents  regarding 
the  seats. 

******** 
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Resolution  No.   88-0146  —  Withdrawing  the  Municipal  Railway  from 
participation  in  the  Regional  Transit  Connection  Clearinghouse  in 
Fiscal  Year  1988-89. 

Mr.  Jaimie  Levin,  Director  of  Community  Affairs,  described  the 
Regional  Transit  Connection  as  a  joint  program  of  the  Regional 
Transit  Association  (RTA)  which  uses  a  contract  broker  to  sell 
transit  passes  to  employers  in  the  Bay  Area.     The  program  was  first 
funded  by  a  State  grant  and  for  the  last  nine  months  has  been  funded 
by  the  RTA  operators.     The  Municipal  Railway's  share  was  $26,000 
this  year  and  will  be  $44,000  next  year.     The  program  represents 
3.4%  of  the  Municipal  Railway's  total  pass  sales.     He  said  that  if 
the  Municipal  Railway  discontinued  -the  program  due  to  budget 
restrictions,  those  employers  purchasing  from  the  vendor  could  be 
supplied  directly  from  the  Municipal  Railway  at  no  additional  cost. 

Commissioner  Staten  expressed  concern  that  if  the  Municipal  Railway 
dropped  out  of  the  program  it  would  be  destructive  to  the  entire 
system.     She  suggested  giving  RTA  six  months  to  produce  data  to 
justify  our  continuing  the  program. 

Mr.  Stead  said  that  the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  (MTC) 
intends  to  look  for  other  sources  of  funds  for  this  program.  He 
added  that  the  cost  of  the  program  is  equal  to  one  operator 
position.     He  expressed  the  opinion  that  there  will  never  be 
definitive  proof  that  this  program  pays  for  itself.     If  this  program 
were  not  in  place,  people  would  go  elsewhere  to  buy  a  pass. 

Commissioner  Toupin  expressed  the  opinion  that  a  transit  authority 
should  be  behind  every  effort  possible  to  get  people  to  use  the 
system . 

Commissioner  Buell  said  that  while  he  felt  the  program  should  be 
encouraged,  he  did  not  feel  that  the  City  should  subsidize  it.  It 
should  be  funded  by  the  private  sector  or  the  MTC. 

Commissioner  Buell  moved  to  extend  the  program  for  six  months  while 
other  funding  sources  are  explored  in  the  private  sector  and  through 
the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission;   and  to  direct  staff  to 
report  to  the  Commission  in  six  months.     Commissioner  Toupin 
seconded . 

Commissioner  Staten  requested  to  be  excused  from  voting  on  this 
matter.     On  motion  of  Commissioner  Buell,   seconded  by  Commissioner 
Toupin,  Commissioner  Staten  was  excused  from  voting  on  this  item. 
On  the  motion  to  extend  the  program  for  six  months.  Commissioner 
Flynn,  Toupin  and  Buell  voted  "aye".     The  resolution  was  adopted. 

******** 

Resolution  No.  88-0051  Authorizing  the  transfer  of  surplus  funds 
totaling  $400,000  for  payment  of  claims,   settlements  and  judgments. 

Commissioner  Staten  requested  that  staff  look  into  various  ways  of 
reducing  claims  and  the  City's  liability.     President  Flynn  requested 
that  staff  age  the  outstanding  claims  and  high  settlement  amounts. 

Mr.   Stead  said  that  accidents  were  down  68%  over  the  last  seven 
years,   however,   in  the  last  year  accidents  were  up  slightly.  He 
said  that  the  system  tends  to  inhibit  management's  ability  to  fire 
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operators  for  excessive  accidents.  This  is  an  issue  which  wil 
addressed  in  the  next  Memorandum  of  Understanding  negotiations 

******** 

THEREUPON  THE  MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED  TO  AN  EXECUTIVE  SESSION  ON 
PERSONNEL  AND  ATTORNEY-CLIENT  MATTERS:      3:26  P.M. 


ROMAINE  A.  BOLDRIDGE 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  &AN  FWAN CISCO 

88-0135 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS .  Under  Water  Department  Contract  No .  WD-2003 
modifications  to  the  Sunol  Vailey  Water  Treatment  Plant's  wash 
water  recovery  and  collection  system  will  be  made  to  improve  its 
operation;  and 

WHEREAS.  The  Department  of  City  Planning  has  determined  that 
this  project  is  categorically  exempt  from  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  under  Class  1  as  set  forth  in  the 
permanent  list  of  categorically  exemptions  adopted  by  the  City 
Planning  Commission  on  August  28.  1980  and  April  6,  1981;  now 
therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  E^^blic  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby 
authorize  bid  call  for  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2003  - 
Sunol  Water  Filter  Plant  -  Modify  Wash  Water  Pond  and  Sludge 
Drain  System. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  '^j^^^''      '''^  Public  Utilities  Commission 


APRIL  26 

at  its  meeting  of 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commissmn 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FnANCISCO 

88-013G 

RESOLUTION  No.   ^  


WHEREAS,  Under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  875,  existing 
trolley  coach  overhead  facilities  are  to  be  reconstructed  under 
the  Trolley  Coach  Overhead  Program,  with  state  and  federal 
financial  assistance;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission,  before  acting  on  the  subject 
project,  does  hereby  certify  that  it  has  reviewed  and  considered 
the  information  contained  in  the  Final  Negative  Declaration 
issued  by  the  Department  of  City  Planning  on  March  6,  1978 
covering  this  project  (EE  77.358);  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  bid  call 
for  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  875,  No.  14  Mission  Line 
between  Main  and  Fourth  Streets,  Trolley  Coach  Overhead 
Reconstruction . 


DErdy 


/ 

at  its  meeting  of 


hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  bvthf  Public  Utilities  Commission 
,   APRIL  26   

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0137 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  Under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  877,  the  construction 
of  handicapped  loading  platforms  and  related  work  is  to  be  performed; 

WHEREAS,  The  Department  of  City  Planning  has  determined  this 
project  as  categorically  exempt  from  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (CEQA)  and  State  Guidelines  under  class  3(d),  (e);  now. 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  bid  call  for 
Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  877,  the  construction  of  handicapped 
platforms  at  Junipero  Serra  Boulevard  and  Ocean  Avenue  and  at  the  Balboa 
Park  Station  near  Geneva  Avenue. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing   jlp^^L^  "  ''2'"'1§88  ^"fr'**^  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of  


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

OTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0138 

RESOLUTION  Nft  .  


WHEREAS,  Under  Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  860,  the  general 
construction  of  the  Treat  Avenue  Facility  is  to  be  performed;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission,  before  acting  on  the  subject 
project,  does  hereby  certify  that  it  has  reviewed  and  considered  the 
information  contained  in  the  Final  Negative  Declaration  issued  by  the 
Department  of  City  Planning  on  January  17,  1986,  covering  this  project; 
and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  bid  call  for 
Municipal  Railway  Contract  No.  860,  Treat  Avenue  Facility  -  General 
Construction. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolutigp^^  ado/g^  198!? 
at  its  meeting  of  - 


e  Public  Utilities  Commission 


Secretarv.  Public  Utilitii'S  Com missr 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  Under  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH-797, 
construction  of  Cherry-Eleanor  Pximp  Station  is  to  be  completed  at 
Lake  Lloyd;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission,  before  acting  on  the  subject 
project,  does  hereby  certify  that  it  has  reviewed  and  considered 
the  information  contained  in  the  Final  Negative  Declaration 
issued  by  the  Department  of  City  Planning  on  December  10,  1982 
(81.636E)  covering  this  project;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  bid  call 
for  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH797 ,  Cherry-Eleanor  Pump  Station. 


KS:dy 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resoluti^^(^s^  adoptet^  ^^^6^  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of . 

1^1  ■  /J  ,y 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commissii 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  ANO  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0140 

RESOLUTION  No  


WHEREAS,  Under  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH-792  an  existing 
City-owned  storage  yard  is  being  rehabilitated  into  a  yard  for  the 
Bureau  of  Light  Heat  and  Power's  street  lighting  equipment;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Department  of  City  Planning  has  determined  that  this 
project  is  categorically  exempt  from  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  under  Classes  1  and  3(c)  as  set  forth  in  the  permanent  list 
of  categorical  exemptions  adopted  by  the  City  Planning  Commission  on 
August  28,  1980  and  April  6,  1981;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby 
authorize  a  request  to  the  Office  of  the  Controller  that  surplus  Hetch 
Hetchy  project  funds  totalling  $469,924  be  transferred  from 
33-001-336248-639-01.  33-001-336248-684-01.  and  33-001-336248-775-01  to 
project  fund  33-001-336248-745-01  to  complete  this  work;  and 

RESOLVED.  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby 
authorize  bid  call  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH-792  -  Replace 
Streetlight  Yard. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  ^p^'j^^^^'^^^ 
at  its  meeting  of  


'ublic  Utilities  Commission 


AecreTary.  Public  Utilities  Commissio 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


OTV  AND  COUNTy  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


8S-01'U 


RESOLUTION  Na 


WHEREAS,  Under  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 
WD-1963R,  five  CDD  buildings  are  to  be  re-roofed;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bids  for  this  work  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on 
March  17,  1988;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  was  not  awarded  within  thirty  (30)  days  of 
receipt  of  bids  due  to  awaiting  determination  by  the  Director  of  PUC's 
Contract  Compliance  Office  that  the  low  bidder  has  met  the  Affirmative 
Action  Requirements  specified  for  the  Contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Director  of  PUC's  Contract  Compliance  Office  has 
determi  ned  that  the  1  ow  bi  dder  has  met  sai  d  Af f i  rmati  ve  Acti  on 
Requirements;  and 

WHEREAS,  Section  6.1  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  as 
amended  by  Ordinance  No.  341-68  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on 
December  2,  1968  extends  the  time  for  an  award  of  contract  an  additional 
thirty  (30)  days  in  order  to  develop,  implement  or  improve  a  qualifying 
affirmative  action  non-discrimination  program  as  required  by  Section  12B 
of  the  Administrative  Code;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED.  That  this  Commission  hereby  awards  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-1963R,  Reroof  CDD  Water  Department  Buildings, 
in  the  amount  of  $125,012.00  to  Anderson  Roofing  &  Sheet  Metal  Co.,  Inc., 
2940  San  Jose  Avenue ,  San  Franci  sco,  Cal i  forni a  941 1 2 ,  as  the  1 owest 
responsive  bidder,  and  rejects  all  other  bids  for  the  work. 


at  its  meeting  of 


071 8F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CTTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

S8-0142 

RESOLUTION  No  


RESOLVED,  That  thi s  Commi ssion  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  1965R,  Bay  Division  Pipelines 
1  and  2  -  Cathodic  Protection,  as  satisfactorily  completed;  approves 
Debit  Contract  Modification  No.  3  in  the  amount  of  $4,300.00.  authorizes 
an  extension  of  time  for  unavoidable  del  ays  of  29  calendar  days;  and 
authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $52,453.90  to  the  Contractor, 
Aspen  Construction  of  California,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  ^  M88  


0334F 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CnV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0143 

RESOLUTION  No  


WHEREAS,  Telephone  costs  are  projected  to  exceed  the 
amount  budgeted  for  the  current  year,  due  to  acquisition  of  the 
new  telephone  system;   now,  THEREFORE  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  hereby 
request  the  Controller  authorization  to  reallocate  the  amounts 
of  ^67,500  for  telephone  costs  to  be  funded  from  materials  and 
supplies . 


5147b( vs) 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

.     ,  APRIL     26  1988   

at  Its  meeting  of  _  -s — —  

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commissidh 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISStON 

CfTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  5AN  FRANCISCO 


88-0144 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,   Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
has  requested  to  purchase  an  easement  to  convert 
their  existing  overhead  facilities  to  underground; 
and 

WHEREAS,   The  Water  Department  has  reviewed 
the  above  request,   and  is  agreeable  to  the  sale  of 
the  easement;  and 

WHEREAS,   The  Director  of  Property  has 
appraised  the  fair  market  value  of  the  easement  at 
$2 , 500 . 00 ;  and 

WHEREAS,   The  sale  of  easement  shall  be 
subjected  to  the  condition  that  the  revocable  permits 
issued  to  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company  for  the 
existing  overhead  facilities  shall  be  revoked;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approve 
the  sale  of  the  easement  and  authorizes  the  Director  of 
Property  to  prepare  the  necessary  legislation  for  the 
enactment  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  consummate 
the  execut ion  of  the  sale. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  Us  meeHn,  of  ^P«"-       26  ISStt  


'  Untities  Com m isxon 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


cm  AND  COUNTV  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  has  experienced  conditions  at  Its 
Klrkland  bus  storage  and  maintenance  yard  that  have  resulted  In  contamination 
by  petroleum  products  at  the  site;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway,  working  in  concert  with  the  San 
Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health  and  the  Department  of  Public  Works  and 
in  accordance  with  state  laws  and  under  a  state  funded  program  have  corrected 
such  conditions  as  have  contributed  to  petroleum  contamination  at  the  site;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  is  responsible  under  state  law  for 
remediating  any  contamination  resulting  from  its  bus  storage  and  maintenance 
yard  operations;  and 

WHEREAS,  Remediation  of  the  contamination  will  require  a  thorough 
analysis  of  the  nature  and  extent  of  contamination  and  Implementation  of 
procedures  for  removing  the  contamination;  and 

WHEREAS,  It  is  necessary  to  act  expediently  in  order  to  assess  the 
extent  of  and  to  remove  the  contamination;  now,  therefore,  be  It 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  direct  the 
Municipal  Railway  to  study,  characterize  and  remediate  petroleum  product 
contamination  from  the  Klrkland  bus  and  maintenance  yard  operations;  and  be  it 
further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  does  hereby  request  the 
Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation  to  provide  up  to  $250,000  in  funds 
to  secure  a  contractor  to  study,  characterize  and  remediate  petroleum  product 
contamination  from  the  Klrkland  bus  and  maintenance  yard  operations;  and  be  it 
further 

RESOLVED,  That  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  Klrkland  will  be  used  to 
reimburse  the  Municipal  Railway  Improvement  Corporation. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

APRIL     26  1988 


at  its  meeting  of. 


J^^ryn^  (J.  idUlyb 

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0146 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  Regional  Transit  Association  has  requested  the  Municipal 
Railway  to  participate  in  the  Regional  Transit  Connection  Clearinghouse  in 
Fiscal  Year  1988-89;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Railway's  contribution  to  the  Clearinghouse  for  Fiscal 
Year  1988-89  would  be  $44,A15.00;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  is  supportive  of  the 
project's  efforts  to  encourage  the  use  of  monthly  transit  passes,  but  is 
concerned  that  the  Clearinghouse  may  be  reaching  a  point  of  diminishing 
returns;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  is  faced  with  severe  budget  restrictions  for 
the  next  fiscal  year;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  instructs  the  Municipal  Railway  General 
Manager  to  send  a  letter  to  the  Regional  Transit  Association  notifying  the 
Association  that  the  Municipal  Railway  will  only  provide  funding  for  the 
program  for  six  months  while  other  funding  sources  are  explored  in  the  private 
sector  and  through  the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission;  and  be  it 
further 

RESOLVED,  That  staff  shall  report  to  the  Commission  in  six  months. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  APRIL  ^^3^  ^ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commissivn 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


88-0 1'17 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,    the  Municipal  Railway  platform  overtime  costs  for 
transit   operators  have   exceeded   their   projected  needs,   and  an 
estimated  $125,000    will  be   required   for   the  remainder  of  the   year;  and 

WHEREAS,    these   overtime   funds  are  needed   to  operate   the  Transit 
system  and  keep  service  at  adequate   levels  during   service  hours;  and 

WHEREAS ,    surplus   funds   are  available   in  miscellaneous  salaries 
to   fund   this   request,   now,    therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,    that   this   Commission  hereby  requests   the  Mayor  to 
recommend   to  the  Board  of   Supervisors  a  MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY 
Supplemental  Appropriation  in  the  amount   of  $125,000    fo'^  platform 
overtime   to  be   funded   from  surplus  Miscellaneous   Salaries   (and  any 
other  available  source.) 


0030W 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing^^ 
at  its  meeting  of   


Hon  I. 


ted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0143 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  The  proposed  Federal  drinking  water  quality 
regulations  (dated  June,  1986)  would  cause  the  State  to  enact 
new,  more  stringent  drinking  water  quality  regulations;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City  is  preparing  for  the  impact  that  these  new 
regulations  would  have  by  conducting  pilot  plant  studies  for 
determining  the  feasibility  and  cost  benefits  of  State  prescribed 
treatment  methods  on  a  case-by-case  to  allow  for  different  water 
quality  at  each  water  source;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  expertise  of  an  engineering  consulting  firm  is 
required  due  to  the  specialized  nature  of  the  work  and  the 
expertise  which  does  not  exist  within  the  Water  Department  and 
the  City;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General 
Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to  request  proposals  and  to 
select  and  recommend  to  this  Commission,  an  engineering 
consulting  firm  to  provide  said  services. 


EC:dy 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resoiution  was  c^^p^^^y  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


APRIL 

at  its  meeting  of 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

OTY  AND  COUNT>  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

8S-01  119 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,   An  Agreement  between  the  City  and  Bechtel 
North  American  Power  Corporation  was  entered  into  on 
February  8,   1988  for  professional  services  for  the  design 
and  implementation  of  records  management  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  Consultant  is  currently  performing  design 
services  in  accordance  with  this  Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,    It  has  been  determined  by  Ketch  Hetchy 
Water  and  Power  that  additional  support  is  required  to 
process  existing  records  for  retention  or  disposal,  develop 
a  microcomputer  data  base,   implement  document  processing 
activities  and  develop  a  Micrographics  Request  for  Proposal; 
and 

WHEREAS,  This  additional  work  is  supplementary  to 
or  outside  the  scope  of  work  as  set  forth  in  the  Agreement; 
and 

WHEREAS,   Consultant  is  willing  to  provide 
additional  services  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
this  Agreement  and  as  delineated  in  Attachment  A;  and 

WHEREAS,    It  is  now  necessary  to  amend  said 
Agreement  to  increase  the  scope  of  work  and  provide 
compensation  for  additional  consultant  services;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes 
the  General  Manager,   Public  Utilities  Commission,   to  execute 
Amendment  No.   1  to  said  Agreement  in  an  amount  not  to  exceed 
$152,630. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of  _ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CrTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FHANCISCO 

8S--0150 

RESOLUTION  Na  


WHEREAS,  On  February  2,   1988  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  PUC  departments  FY  88-89  budget 
request;  and 

WHEREAS,  Additional  funding  needs  for  FY  1988-89  have  been 
identified  by  the  PUC  Departments;   now,  THEREFORE  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  these 
additional  budget  needs,  thus  amending  the  PUC  Departments' 
budget  request  for  FY  1988-89: 

-  Bureau  of  Administration,  Safety  and  Health  an 
additional  $356,302  for  the  Hazardous  Waste  Management 
Program; 

-  Bureau  of  Administration,  Security  an  additional  $22,760 
to  help  control  graffiti; 

Municipal  Railway 

approval  to  fund  the  $89,620  TIDF 
administrative  costs  with  TIDF  revenues; 

-  Hetch  Hetchy 

$37,500  for  the  cost  of  employing  a  Sacramento  lobbyist; 

and 

-  Water  Department 

an  additional  $100,000  for  telephone  costs  and  $293,396 
to  fund  water  treatment  plant  expansion. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeHng  of  ^P*^**-  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commissv>n 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0151 

RESOLUTION  No.  


WHEREAS,  Funds  for  the  payment  of  settlements  and  judgments 
budgeted  for  fiscal  year  1987-88  have  been  exhausted;  and 

WHEREAS,  Additional  settlements  and  judgments  estimated  to 
total  $1.9  million  are  pending  in  the  City  Attorney's  office;  and 

WHEREAS,  Additional  claims  are  pending  in  the  Bureau  of  Claims  & 
Contracts  that  will  become  lawsuits  if  not  promptly  settled;  and 

WHEREAS,  Failure  to  pay  these  claims,  settlements  and  judgments 
in  a  timely  fashion  will  result  in  increased  costs  from  interest  charges 
and  litigation  expenses;  and 

WHEREAS,  Surplus  funds  are  available  in  the  Municipal  Railway's 
Fixed  Charges  ($50,000),  Bureau  of  Light,  Heat  and  Power  ($200,000),  and 
Services  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  (tl50,000);  now,  therefore, 
be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  $400,000  be  transferred  from  Fixed  Charges, 
Bureau  of  Light,  Heat  and  Power,  and  Services  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  to  Object  1450  Claims  for  the  payment  of  said  claims, 
settlements  and  judgments,  in  order  of  priority  as  determined  by  the 
Manager,  Bureau  of  Claims  &  Contracts. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

APRIL     26  198d 

at  its  meeting  of  ""^  " 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  CommisMon 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CfTV  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  rRANCtSCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  QX52 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Section  3,593  of  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  hereby  approves  the  temporary  appointment  made  by  the 
General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  of  Anson  Moran  as  General 
Manager,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power;  said  appointment  to  be 
effective  May  2,  1988. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of    APRIL      2fi  1989 


Secretary.  Public'Vtilities  CommissiorU^ 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

88-0153 

RESOLUTION  No. 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Section  3.593  of  the  Charter  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  hereby  approves  the  appointment  made  by  the  General 
Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  of  Edward  Harrington  as  Acting 
Assistant  General  Manager,  Finance,  PUC;  said  appointment  to  be 
effective  May  2,  1988. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 


at  its  meeting  of . 


APRIL     26  1988 


Secretary,  PuSlic  Utilities  Commisafon 


CITY  OF  SAN  JOSE,  CALIFORNIA 


801  NORTH  FIRST  STREET 
SAN  JOSE,  CALIFORNIA  95110 
(408)  277-4333 


DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 
D  KENT  DEWELL.  DIHECTOR 


April   27,  19i 


Mr.   Dean  Coffey,  General  Manager 
Public  Utilities  Commission 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
287  City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  California  94102 

SUBJECT:     PROPOSAL  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO  WATER  DEPARTMENT  TO  INTERRUPT 
HETCH-HETCHY  WATER  SERVICE  TO  THE  CITIES  OF  SAN  JOSE  AND 
SANTA  CLARA 

Dear  Mr.  Coffey: 

The  City  of  San  Jose  must  vigorously  oppose  the  interruption  of 
Hetch-Hetchy  water  services  to  our  City  proposed  by  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  staff  in  their  recommended  Mandatory 
Water  Rationing  Program, 

The  principal  impacts  of  the  service  interruption  are: 

1.  The  City  of  San  Jose  will  not  have  an  adequate  water 
supply  to  meet  basic  needs  of  our  North  San  Jose 
Service  Area  without  running  the  risk  of  irreversible 
land  subsidence  and  decreasing  well  efficiency  due  to 
lowering  of  ground  water  levels. 

2.  Without  Hetch-Hetchy  we  have  little  ability  to 
compensate  for  a  ma jor  interruption  of  ground  water 
production  in  the  event  of  mechanical  difficulties  or 
well  contamination . 

3.  Loss  of  Hetch-Hetchy  quality  water  will  adversely 
affect  our  high-tech  industries  which  depend  upon 
water  with  low  total  dissolved   solids  (TDS). 

The  Hetch-Hetchy  water  system  and  our  wells  are  the  only  sources  of 
water  for  the  North  San  Jose  Service  Area.     Overdraft  consideration 
limits  us  from  increasing  our  ground  water  pumping  to  more  than 
double  our  current  rate.     Even  coupled  with  a  25  percent  water 
conservation  effectiveness,  basic  need  requires  significant  water 
deliveries  from  the  Hetch-Hetchy  system. 


Mr.  Dean  Coffey 


-  2  - 


April  27,  1988 


The  City  of  San  Jose  has  been  active  in  community-wide  water 
conservation  programs.     We  have  expanded  the  scope  of  our  Industrial 
Conservation  Research  Project  to  identify  generic  industrial  water 
savings  measures  which  can  be  implemented  in  response  to  the  recent 
water  shortage.     We  look  forward  to  sharing  the  information  with  the 
City  of  San  Francisco  and  other  interested  parties.  Reflecting 
further  on  our  commitment,  we  have  greatly  accelerated  our  "Slow  the 
Flow"  program  initiated  in  1980  for  a  November  1988  completion. 
This  program  will  provide  water  conservation  kits  to  more  than 
217,000  residences.     Based  upon  measured  results  of  initial 
samplings,  we  expect  a  City-wide  water  use  reduction  of  6,000,000 
gallons  per  day. 

To  insist  that  San  Jose  offset  the  loss  of  Hetch-Hetchy  water  by 
increasing  its  ground  water  pumping  creates  an  unreasonable  hardship 
on  the  City  of  San  Jose.     We  urge  you  to  not  support  the  proposal  to 
interrupt  Hetch-Hetchy  water  service  to  the  City  of  San  Jose,. 
Instead,  we  must  request  that  service  to  our  city  be  continued  so 
that  we,  together  with  San  Francisco  Water  Department  staff,  are 
able  to  develop  a  water  allocation  plan  which  reflects  our  mutual 


DKD:DMF:eb 
L17D59 

cc;     Warren  Mitchell,  Belmont  County  Water  District 

Ray  E.  McDevitt,  Hanson,  Bridgett ,  Marcus,  Vlahos  &  Rudy 
James  Cooney,   San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Edward  L.  Fonseca,   San  Francisco  Water  Department 


goals . 


Sincerel 


D.  Jrert  Dewell,  Director 
Department  of  Public  Works 


MINUTES 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Art  Agnos 
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Call  to  Order:     3:15  P.M. 


Present:       President  H.  Welton  Flynn,  Vice  President  Arthur  V. 

Toupin,  Commissioner  Charna  E.  Staten,  Commissioner  Mark 
W.  Buell 

Excused:       Commissioner  Jeffrey  Lee 


A  tape  of  the  meeting  is  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission. 


******** 

Announcement 

President  Flynn  announced  that  the  meeting  was  called  to  order  at 
3:15  P.M.,  15  minutes  after  the  scheduled  time,  to  allow  the  public 
to  assemble  due  to  change  of  the  meeting  location. 

Public  Hearing 

Resolution  No.   88-0154  —  Modifying  the  Schedule  of  Rates,  Fares  and 
Charges  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  for  the  Bay  to 
Breakers  Race  Service. 

Mr.  George  Newkirk,  Director  of  Labor  Relations,   stated  that  the 
proposed  increase  is  for  the  purpose  of  recovering  the  actual  cost 
of  providing  the  service.     In  the  past,   the  regular  fare  of  75  cents 
was  charged.     The  actual  cost  was  $82,000.     It  has  been  determined 
that  a  $3.00   round  trip  fare  would  recover  the  cost  of  providing  the 
service . 

President  Flynn  asked  for  public  comments .       There  were  none. 

On  motion  of  Commissioner  Toupin,   seconded  by  Commissioner  Buell, 
Resolution  No.  88-0154  was  unanimously  adopted. 

******** 

Public  Hearing 

Resolution  No.   88-0155  —  Declaring  a  Water  Shortage  Emergency; 
adopting  a  Water  Conservation  Program  and  directing  that  it  be 
placed  in  force  on  May  1,   1988;   authorizing  interruption  of  service 
to  the  Cities  of  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara,   if  necessary;  and 
authorizing  additional  budget  needs  to  be  added  to  the  Water 
Department's  Conservation  Programmatic  Budget  Request  for  FY  1988/89. 

Mr.  Dean  W.  Coffey,  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities,   stated  that 
the  anticipated  runoff  in  the  Hetch  Hetchy  watershed  would  be 
one-quarter  of  normal.     He  said  that  water  rationing  now  is  an 
absolute  must  if  we  are  going  to  be  able  to  assure  continued  supply 
without  draining  the  reservoirs. 

Mr.  Art  Jensen,  Deputy  General  Manager,  San  Francisco  Water 
Department,   stated  that  last  year  local  rainfall  was  59%  of  normal. 
This  year  local  rainfall  totals  67%  of  normal.     This  is  the  7th 
driest  year  since  1930.     In  the  Hetch  Hetchy  watershed,   the  snowpack 
is  below  normal  for  the  second  year  in  a  row.     Projected  runoff  is 
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35%  of  normal.     Local  storage  is  below  50%  of  usable  capacity.  An 
analysis  was  made  which  assumed  another  dry  winter,  considered  the 
Raker  Act  entitlements  of  the  water  users  downstream,  and  assumed  no 
use  of  water  to  generate  power  beyond  that  required  to  bring  water 
to  the  Bay  Area  or  to  meet  the  downstream  requirements.  The 
analysis  indicated  that  a  25%  reduction  from  1987  usages  would  meet 
the  desired  storage  levels. 

Mr.  Robert  Vasconcellos ,  Manager  for  Resources  and  Planning,  San 
Francisco  Water  Department,  said  that  the  proposed  rationing  plan  is 
designed  to  reduce  consumption  25%  from  the  1987  levels.     The  major 
criteria  used  in  developing  the  plan  was:  1)  protection  of  jobs  and 
business;   2)  minimizing  hardship  on  residential  customers;  and  3) 
equitable  treatment  for  all  customers — business  and  residential,  in 
the  City  and  in  the  suburbs.     The  plan  calls  for  a  10%  reduction  in 
inside  water  use  and  a  60%  reduction  in  outside  usage.     We  feel  that 
with  prudent  use,   landscaping  can  survive.     He  described  some  of  the 
restriction  and  exception  procedures. 

President  Flynn  opened  the  meeting  for  public  comments. 

Mr.  Ray  McDevitt,  counsel  for  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association, 
spoke  from  a  prepared  statement,  a  copy  of  which  is  on  file  with 
these  minutes.     He  said  that  the  formula  of  90%  winter  use  and  40% 
summer  use  distributes  the  reduction  differently  between  the  City 
and  the  suburbs.     In  the  City  it's  a  14%  reduction  while  in  the 
suburbs  it's  27%.     In  June  and  July  the  reduction  is  13%  in  the  City 
and  35%  in  the  suburbs.     In  August  and  September  the  reduction  in 
the  City  is  14%,  and  35%   in  the  suburbs.     He  said  that  the 
Association  is  challenging  the  idea  of  a  two-tier  plan.     He  urged 
the  Commission  to:   1)   base  water  conservation  goals  on  the  facts, 
(the  Association  engineers'   calculations  show  that  a  25%  cut  in 
consumption  is  more  than  is  needed  to  achieve  the  goals);   2}  keep 
the  water  in  the  reservoirs  (he  stated  that  the  Department  is 
planning  to  release  water  from  mountain  reservoirs  at  rates  that 
exceed  those  needed  to  meet  downstream  water  rights  and  Bay  Area 
demand);   3)  seek  supplementary  sources  of  water,    (he  suggested 
asking  Modesto  and  Turlock  Irrigation  Districts  to  allow  a  negative 
balance  in  the  Don  Pedro  Water  Bank  or  to  seek  to  obtain  State 
water);   4)   not  ignore  the  hardships  to  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara  that 
a  complete  cutoff  of  water  to  those  cities  would  create.     At  its 
meeting  on  Tuesday,  April  26,  1988,  the  Association  members  passed  a 
resolution  urging  the  Commission  to  give  due  consideration  to  the 
hardship  that  an  interruption  of  service  would  create  in  those 
communities.     A  copy  of  the  resolution  is  attached  to  this  statement. 

Mr.  William  McCann,  General  Manager  of  Purissima  Hills  Water 
District,   stated  that  the  District  will  be  required  to  save  from 
40.9  to  45%  during  the  summer  months.     He  suggested  that  some  method 
of  averaging  or  banking  of  credits  be  allowed. 

Mr.  Al  Adveueno,  Member  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  Coastside 
County  Water  District,  said  that  60%  of  their  water  comes  from  the 
San  Francisco  Water  Department's  Pilarcitos  Lake.     During  the 
1976-77  drought  the  District  was  asked  to  cut  back  25%  and  actually 
cut  back  27%.     This  time  they  are  being  asked  to  cut  back  from  38  to 
46%.     He  said  that  the  principal  industry  is  horticulture.     Many  of 
the  flower  growers  have  installed  systems  that  capture  rain  water, 
utilize  underground  supplies,   and  recycle  water.     He  suggested  a  15% 
reduction  for  both  in  City  and  suburban  customers. 

Mr.  Vasconcellos  said  that  the  plan  allows  the  Water  Department  to 
look  at  specific  uses  of  water.     Coastside's  concerns  fall  into  the 
category  of  protecting  jobs  rather  than  residential  irrigation. 
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Mr.  David  Gill,   representing  Santa  Clara  Valley  Water  District, 
stated  that  the  Santa  Clara  watershed  area  is  also  suffering  from 
the  drought.     if  pumping  of  ground  water  is  accelerated  there  will 
be  subsidence  or  sinking  of  the  ground  which  is  an  irreversible 
process.     He  urged  that  the  Commission  not  interrupt  service  to  the 
Cities  of  Santa  Clara  and  San  Jose. 

Dick  Hathorn,  Director  of  Water  and  Sewer  Utilities  for  the  City  of 
Santa  Clara,  said  that  Santa  Clara  is  willing  to  work  with  the  Water 
Department  to  achieve  reductions  in  water  usage  which  are  necessary 
and  appropriate  in  the  current  water  shortage  situation.     He  said 
that  the  area  north  of  the  Bayshore  freeway  is  90%  supplied  by  Hetch 
Hetchy  water.     The  City's  remaining  water  production  facilities  lie 
south  of  the  freeway.     There  would  be  a  severe  reduction  in  pressure 
to  customers  if  the  City  were  to  attempt  to  supply  the  northerly 
area.     Many  of  the  "high  tech"  companies  chose  to  locate  in  the 
northern  Santa  Clara  area  due  to  the  supply  of  low  mineral  content 
Hetch  Hetchy  water.     He  pointed  out  that  the  City  of  Santa  Clara 
accounts  for  only  1.9%  of  the  requested  reduction.     He  urged  the 
Commission  to  maintain  continuity  of  service. 

Mr.   Kent  Dewel,   Director  of  Public  Works  for  the  City  of  San  Jose, 
said  that  the  City  opposed  the  100%  interruption  of  service.  The 
area  of  San  Jose  supplied  by  the  Water  Department  has  no  other 
source  of  supply  except  ground  water.     Use  of  ground  water  to  meet 
the  needs  of  the  area  will  cause  serious  problems  of  ground 
subsidence  and  reduction  of  the  water  table  to  a  level  which  may  not 
regenerate  to  a  level  where  ground  water  can  act  as  an  alternate 
water  source.     He  said  that  he  was  willing  to  work  with  the  Water 
Department  to  develop  an  allocation  for  San  Jose  rather  than 
interruption . 

Commissioner  Toupin  requested  information  regarding  the  proposal  to 
interrupt   service  to  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara. 

Mr.   Jensen  stated  that  this  is  a  matter  covered  in  the  rate 
settlement  with  our  other  suburban  customers  and  the  Cities  of  Santa 
Clara  and  San  Jose.     They  are  temporary  and  interruptible 
customers.     There  is  a  provision  in  the  rate  agreement  which  would 
indicate  that  they  should  be  interrupted  prior  to  reduction  of  water 
to  any  other  users,   including  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 
We  are  willing  to  work  with  the  cities  to  see  what  sort  of 
mitigation  measures  can  be  derived. 

Mr.   Coffey  said  that  the  staff  proposal  was  developed  in  accordance 
with  the  rate  agreement  prior  to  adoption  of  the  resolution  by  the 
Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  which  endorsed  the  fact  that  they 
are  willing  to  share  with  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara.     He  said  that 
staff  would  be  willing  to  work  with  the  cities.     We  don't  want  to 
work  a  hardship  on  anyone  or  cut  off  industry. 

President  Flynn  stated  for  clarification  that  there  would  be  no 
interruptions  during  the  period  of  negotiation. 

Commissioner  Staten  said  that  she  understood  staff  would  be  working 
with  our  customers  to  look  at  xeriscaping  in  landscaping  and 
possibly  limitations  of  additional  development  in  local  communities 
which  would  require  more  water  from  us. 

Mr.  Vasconcellos  replied  that  the  plan  has  a  clause  that  would  allow 
additional  water  in  the  suburbs  for  growth.     One  of  the  goals  of  the 
plan  is  to  protect  jobs.     Growth  is  directly  related  to  jobs.  Also, 
we  want  to  see  the  suburbs  institute  xeriscaping  in  their  land  use 
planning,  which  is  low  water  use  plants,  drip  irrigation,  native 
plants,   and  drought  resistant  plants. 
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President  Flynn  asked  staff  to  respond  to  the  comments  regarding 
Hetch  Hetchy  water  releases. 

Mr.  Coffey  replied  that  the  reason  the  Department  is  in  such  good 
shape  now  is  because  the  Department  cut  back  on  power  generation  in 
January  1987.     Last  year  there  was  ample  water  in  the  Don  Pedro 
Water  Bank  to  meet  the  commitments  of  the  Districts.     The  Water  Bank 
has  deteriorated  due  to  no  releases  last  year.     The  Districts  are 
entitled  to  the  natural  flow  of  the  Tuolumne  River.     Because  of  the 
low  water  year  the  river  never  got  above  its  natural  flow  level. 
Therefore,   they  are  entitled  to  all  of  the  water  even  though  we 
capture  it  in  our  reservoirs.     When  the  Water  Bank  reaches  zero  we 
will  release  water  from  Cherry  thereby  generating  power,  Mr. 
McDevitt  asked  that  we  contact  the  Xiistricts  to  ask  if  we  may  run  a 
negative  bank.     He  said  that  he  doubted  the  Districts  would  be 
receptive  since  their  supply  is  also  low  and  they  have  cut  back 
agriculture  use  60%.     However,  he  said  that  he  would  ask.     He  added 
that  power  will  not  be  produced  by  releasing  water  to  which  the 
Districts  are  not  entitled. 

Commissioner  Toupin  asked  staff  to  respond  to  the  comments  that  25% 
reduction  is  more  than  what  is  needed. 

Mr.   Jensen  said  that  the  Suburban  Water  Users'   calculations  did  not 
take  into  consideration  the  amount  of  dead  storage. 

Mr.  Norman  Rolfe  suggested  a  minimum  allocation  per  household  and 
asked  that  conservation  notices  be  put  in  other  utility  bills  so 
that  they  reach  people  who  live  in  apartments. 

Mr.  Vasconsellos  said  that  there  will  be  a  minimum  allotment  of  63 
gallons  per  day,  per  living  unit.     There  will  be  a  direct  mailing  to 
all  customers,   businesses  and  living  units  in  San  Francisco, 

Mr.   Charles  Findeisen  said  that  he  represents  a  horticulture  group 
and  was  happy  that  staff  had  partially  solved  the  problem. 

Mr.  John  Farbstein  of  Belmont  said  that  the  plan  penalizes  people 
with  large  yards  who  conserved  last  year.     He  conserved  35%  last 
year  and  suggested  that  the  base  year  be  1986. 

Ms.  Betty  Stone,  representing  San  Mateo  County  Farm  Bureau,  asked 
whether  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  would  be  inspecting  and 
granting  allotments  to  agricultural  businesses.     Mr.  Vasconsellos 
replied  that  the  Water  Department  will  be  working  with  the  water 
districts,   such  as  Coastside;   it  will  not  be  dealing  directly  with 
the  customers  of  Coastside  except  on  a  random  basis.     The  intent  is 
to  verify  that  conservation  measures  are  being  used  appropriately, 

Mr,  Thomas  R.  Boag,  Director  of  Plant  and  Computer  Services  for 
Siliconix  Incorporated  in  Santa  Clara,   stated  that  his  company 
employs  1100  people,   is  located  north  of  Bayshore,   and  uses  a  large 
amount  of  purified  water  in  its  process.     If  Hetch  Hetchy  water  were 
cut  off,   his  company  would  spend  $200,000  to  $300,000   in  one  time 
costs  to  adapt  to  the  different  character  of  the  water.     That  would 
not  save  water.     The  same  amount  of  money  could  be  put  into  capital 
equipment  in  the  production  area  to  save  water  permanently.     If  the 
water  were  cut  off  suddenly,   without  warning,   there  might  be  a 
situation  where  the  company  would  have  to  stop  production  for  a 
short  period  of  time  which  would  be  very  costly. 

Mr.  Jim  Borneman  said  that  he  represents  a  group  of  landscape 
contractors,  architects  and  professionals  throughout  the  Bay  Area 
who  have  joined  together  to  help  various  water  districts  in 
conservation  efforts.     He  pointed  out  that  people  will  not  listen 
until  rates  go  up.     He  supported  increasing  rates.     He  suggested 
that  the  Commission  encourage  the  media  to  publicize  current 
information  on  plant  water  requirements. 
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Mr.  Vasconsellos  said  that  the  Department  is  in  the  process  of 
implementing  in  this  year  the  computerized  network  through  our 
service  area. 

Mr.  Billiard  C,  Terry  said  that  some  consideration  should  be  made 
for  large  families, 

Mr.  George  Carpenter,  a  plumbing  engineer,  pointed  out  that  the 
family  who  has  conserved  over  the  years  will  have  a  problem,  whereas 
the  family  who  has  been  wasteful  will  not. 

Mr.  Walter  O'Donnell  spoke  about  printing  brochures  in  various 
languages . 

Ms.   Marian  O'Donnell  said  that  it  is  not  fair  to  penalize  people  who 
saved  water  last  year.     She  suggested  that  the  allocations  be  on  a 
gallons  per  household  basis. 

Mr.  Bill  Wisen,  representing  the  City  of  Sunnyvale,  stated  that 
their  contract  contains  a  maximum  amount.     Their  allotment  is  a  25% 
reduction.     He  requested  that  Sunnyvale  be  allowed  to  exceed  the 
monthly  maximums  during  the  summer  as  long  as  they  achieve  the 
maximum  annual  contract  amount. 

The  public  hearing  was  closed. 

Commissioner  Buell  said  that  the  resolution  should  be  amended  to  say 
that  it  is  not  the  intent  of  the  Commission  to  interrupt  service  to 
San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara  and  for  staff  to  bring  the  matter  back  if 
in  time  it  does  become  necessary  to  authorize  interruption. 

President  Flynn  asked  counsel  if  it  would  be  a  violation  of  the 
settlement  agreement  not  to  include  language  regarding  interruption . 

Mr.  Thomas  Berliner,  Deputy  City  Attorney,  replied  that  we  do  have  a 
duty  to  consider  the  interruptions.     However,  if  we  have  the 
agreement  of  all  the  other  parties  to  the  agreement  then  we  could  do 
as  everyone  agrees. 

President  Flynn  asked  counsel  to  draft  language  which  would  include 
the  desires  of  the  Commission  and  not  violate  the  settlement 
agreement . 

Ms,   Patty  Lou  said  that  she  is  a  landlord  and  requested  information 
for  her  tenants.     President  Flynn  directed  her  to  the  Water 
Department  during  regular  business  hours.     Ms.  Lou  said  that 
landlords  should  be  able  to  pass  on  penalty  charges  to  their 
tenants.     President  Flynn  said  that  that  is  under  the  jurisdication 
of  the  Rent  Control  Board. 

Commissioner  Toupin  moved  the  resolution  as  amended.  Commissioner 
Stated  seconded.     Resolution  No.   88-0155  was  unanimously  adopted. 


******** 


THEREUPON  THE   MEETING  WAS  ADJOURNED: 


5:45  P.M. 


ROMAINE   A.  BOLDRIDGE 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

art  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No.  .  -88"-d54 


WHEREAS,  The  Municipal  Railway  provides  increased  service  to 
participants  in  the  Bay  to  Breakers  race;  and 

WHEREAS,    In  past  years,   many  runners  boarded  MUNI  vehicles 
after  the  race  without  paying  a  fare  because  they  carried  only 
currency  which  cannot  be  accepted  in  the  regular  fareboxes;  and 

WHEREAS.   Last  year,   fare  revenues  collected  for  the  race  were 
significantly  less  than  the  cost  of  extra  service  provided;  and 

WHEREAS,   A  special  fare  rate  similar  to  that  charged  for 
special  Candlestick  Park  service  would  result  in  increased  fare 
payments  and  additional  revenue  which  would  allow  MUNI  to  recover 
its  costs  to  provide  the  special  service;  and 

WHEREAS,   This  Commission  has  conducted  a  public  hearing  at 

which  testimony  was  received  concerning  the  proposed  fare  schedule 

as  required  by  Section  3.598  of  the  charter  of  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,   As  a  result  of  this  testimony,   this  Commission  has 
determined  that  a  special  fare  is  necessary  for  service  provided  for 
the  Bay  to  Breakers  race;   now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  the  following  fare  schedule  for  the  Municipal 
Railway  be  adopted: 

SPECIAL  BAY  TO  BREAKERS  RACE  SERVICE   (per  round  trip) 

A.  Adult  Fares:  $3.00  cash;   or  Fast  Pass 

plus  $1.00  cash 

B.  Discount  Fares  for   Individuals  Five   f5)   through  Seventeen 
(17)  years  and  Senior  and  Handicapped  Individuals: 

$2.00  cash;   or  Fast  Pass 
plus  $1.00  cash 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of  APRIL  28J988  

'Secretary,  FubUcUtilities  CommissioiC 


OTY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Water  Department  obtains  water  from  the 
reservoirs  operated  by  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  and  from  local 
Bay  Area  reservoirs;  and 

WHEREAS,  Due  to  critically  low  supplies  of  water  within  the 
reservoirs  and  anticipated  low  levels  of  inflow  into  the  reservoirs,  such 
that  unless  consumption  is  decreased  there  may  be  insufficient  water 
supplies  for  human  consumption,   sanitation  and  fire  protection;  and 

WHEREAS,   Decreases  in  water  consumption  may  be  accomplished  by 
reducing  allocations  to  the  Water  Department's  wholesale  customers  and  by 
imposing  water  use  restrictions  on  the  Water  Department's  retail 
customers,   as  set  forth  in  the  Water  Rationing  Rules  and  Regulations, 
issued  on  April  21,    1988  and  attached  hereto  as  Water  Rationing  Rules  and 
Regulations;  and 

WHEREAS,   This  Commission  recognizes  the  need  to  declare  a  Water 
Shortage  Emergency  (Water  Code  Sec.   350,   et .   seq.)  due  to  critically  low 
water  supplies  now  available,   and  the  need  for  a  reduction  in  water  use 
by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department's  Suburban  Wholesale  Customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission  recognizes  the  need  to  adopt  a  Water 
Conservation  Program  (Water  Code  Sec.   375,   et .   seq.)  due  to  the 
critically  low  water  supplies  now  available,  and  the  need  for  a  reduction 
in  water  use  by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department's  retail  customers;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City  of  San  Jose  is,   by  Resolution  85-0256,   a  temporary 
and  inter ruptible  wholesale  customer  of  the  Water  Department,   and  the 
Settlement  Agreement  and  Master  Water  Sales  Contract  between  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  and  certain  Suburban  Purchasers  in  San  Mateo 
County,   Santa  Clara  County  and  Alameda  County  (Settlement  Agreement) 
requires  action  by  the  Commission  to  interrupt  service  to  the  City  of  San 
Jose  (Section  8.17);  and 

WHEREAS,   The  City  of  Santa  Clara  is,   by  Resolution  85-0257,  a 
temporary  and  inter ruptible  wholesale  customer  of  the  Water  Department, 
and  the  Settlement  Agreement  requires  action  by  the  Commission  to 
interrupt  service  to  the  City  of  Santa  Clara   (Section  8.17);  and 

WHEREAS,  Additional  funding  in  the  amount  of  $648,780  for  FY  1988/89 
has  been  identified  by  the  Water  Department  for  implementation  of  a 
mandatory  water  rationing  program;  and 

WHEREAS,   on  April  21,    1988,   the  Water  Department  submitted  to  this 
Commission  a  Water  Conservation  Program;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Conservation  Program  shall  cease  to  exist  in  whole  or  in 
part  at  such  time  as  the  Commission  finds  that  the  supply  of  water 
available  to  the  Water  Department's  service  area  has  been  replenished  or 
augmented  so  that  there  are  sufficient  supplies  to  meet  the  needs  of  the 
Water  Department's  customers  without  the  continued  implementation  of 
these  measures ;  and 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  &AN  FRANCISCO 

RESOLUTION  No.  S8;!^0l.55 


WHEREAS,  The  recommended  Water  Conservation  Program  has  received 
wide-spread  public  distribution;  and 

WHEREAS,  Members  of  the  public  have  been  given  an  opportunity  to,  and 
have  expressed  their  views  on  the  recommended  Water  Conservation  Program 
in  a  public  hearing;   now,   therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  declares  a  Water  Shortage  Emergency; 

and 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  adopts  a  Water 
Conservation  Program;  and 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  approves  the  Water 
Conservation  Program  dated  April  21,   1988  as  amended  April  28,   1988,  and 
directs  that  it  be  placed  in  force  on  May  1,    1988;  and 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED,   That  it  is  not  the  Commission's  intention  to 
interrupt  water  service  to  the  cities  of  San  Jose  and/or  Santa  Clara; 
however,   pursuant  to  its  obligation  under  the  Settlement  Agreement  and 
Master  Water  Sales  Contract  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General 
Manager  of  the  Water  Department  to  interrupt  water  service  to  the  cities 
of  San  Jose  and/or  Santa  Clara  if  necessary  to  achieve  the  reguired  water 
saving,   however,   prior  to  actual  interruption  of  service  to  either  the 
City  of  San  Jose  or  Santa  Clara,   the  General  Manager  of  the  Water 
Department  shall  report  to  the  Commission  the  need  for  interruption  and 
receive  affirmation  from  the  Commission  prior  to  institution  of  the 
interruption;   and  the  Commission  further  directs  the  General  Manager  of 
the  Water  Department  to  mitigate  the  effect  of  the  interruptions  to  the 
extent  possible  and  consistent  with  the  needs  of  San  Francisco's 
permanent  customers ;  and 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the 
additional  budget  needs  to  be  added  to  the  Water  Department's 
Conservation  Programmatic  Budget,   thus  amending  the  Water  Department's 
budget  reguest  for  FY  1988/89;  and 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  designates 
Tuesday,  May  24,   1988  as  the  date  for  a  public  hearing  by  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  for  considering  proposals  for  rate  increases  and 
additional  charges  for  water  service  and  water  supplied  by  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  to  retail  customers;  and 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED,   That  this  Commission  hereby  designates 
Tuesday,  May  24,    1988  as  the  date  for  a  public  hearing  by  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  for  considering  proposals  for  rate  structure 
ad j ustment s  for  water  service  and  water  suppl ied  by  the  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  to  wholesale  customers;  and 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED,   That  the  revenue  reguirements  and  an  analysis 
of  the  rate  increases,    rate  st  ructure  ad j  ustment s  and  additional  charges 
be  made  available  for  public  inspection  and  review  beginning  Monday,  May 
16,   1988  in  Room  287,  City  Hall,   San  Francisco. 


00l9f 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

^     r  APRIL     28  1988 

at  Its  meeting  of   ^ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commisswn 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


DEPARTMENT 


FINANCE  BUREAU 


BRIEF  DESCRIPTION: 


Establishing  special  fares  for  Bay  to  Breakers  Race  service. 


EXPLANATION: 


See  enclosure  1 


ENCLOSURES:  (List  numerically  and  by  title) 

1 .  Explanation 

2.  PUC  Resolution 

3.  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolutions 
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DATE 
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GENERAL  MANAGER.  PUC: 
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ENCLOSURE  1:  EXPL^NATION 


N1UMICIP\L  RMLWAY 
F.\RE  FOR  SPECIAL  BAY  TO  BREAKERS  R^CE  SERVICE 


The  Municipal  Railway  is  requesting  approval  of  special  fares  for  Bay  to 
Breakers  Race  Service.    The  proposed  special  round  trip  fares  would  be  the 
same  as  current  fares  for  special  Candlestick  Park  Service  as  follows: 

Aault  Fares:  $3.00  cash;  or 

Fast  Pass  plus  $1.00  cash 

Discount  Fares  for  Individuals 

Five  (5)  through  Seventeen  (17) 

Years  and  Senior  and  Handicapped 

Individuals:  $2.00  cash;  or 

Fast  Pass  plus  $1.00  cash 

During  last  year's  Bay  to  Breakers  Race,  MUNI  carried  8,150  passengers  on 
pre-race  service  and  29,000  passengers  on  post-race  service.  Revenue 
attributable  to  the  race  was  approximately  $12,000,  while  service  costs  were 
over  $80,000.    Because  runners  tend  to  carry  only  paper  money  (for  which  MUNI 
cannot  make  change),  many,  particularly  post-race,  rode  without  payment  of 
fares.    Even  though  MUNI  used  extra  motor  coaches  equipped  with  special 
fareboxes  which  can  accept  currency,  many  of  the  runners  (particularly 
Dost-race)  rode  trolleys  and  LRVs  without  paying  fares  because  special 
fareboxes  cannot  be  used  on  those  vehicles. 

Por  this  year's  race  (May  15,  1988),  MUNI  proposes  to  use  all  motor  coach 
service  with  special  fareboxes  and  charge  a  round  trip  fare    of  $1.00,  $2,00 
or  $3.00  (shown  above).    The  coaches  (approximately  80  standard  and  30 
articulated)  will  have  special  markings  and  be  deployed  closer  to  the  end  of 
the  race  than  regular  MUNI  trolley  and  LRV  service.    The  San  Francisco 
Examiner,  soonsor  of  the  race,  has  agreed  to  provide  extensive  publicity  on 
the  new  fares. 

ANTICIPATED  EFFECT  OF  THE  PROPOSED  SPECIAL  FARE 
ON  1987-88  AND  1988-89  MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY  BUDGETS 

In  accordance  with  San  Francisco  ^dministrative  Code  Section  2,25,  the 
estimated  cost  of  providing  special  service  for  the  Bay  to  Breakers  Race  is 
approximately  $71,760,  while  estimated  revenues  are  approximately  $73,950, 
resulting  in  an  estimated  surplus  of  $2,190,    Data  supporting  these  estimates 
is  attached. 

The  total  Municipal  Railway  budgets  for  1987-88  and  1988-89,  with  revenue 
estimates  which  present  anticipated  tax  subsidy  amounts,  are  shown  on  the 
following  page. 


1987-88  ^NO  1988-39 
MUNICIPAL  RAILWAY  BUDGETS 
(in  millions  of  dollars) 


1987-38  1938-89 

Budget  Estimate 

Total  Expenditures                         $237.1  $239.9 
Revenues 

MTC  Allocation                                   $  35.1  $  37.1 

Federal  Operating  Assistance              8,8  8.0 

Capital  Subvention  (SFMRIC)                 3.8  3.4 

Passenger  Fares                                70.3  70.3 

Other  Revenue                                       5.8  5.5 

General  Fund*                                    116.7  116.7 

Total  Revenues                                $237.1  $238.1 

Estimated  Surplus/(Def icit)                 0  $  (1.8) 


♦Estimate  for  1988-89  assumes  no  change  from  current  year  budget. 
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SPECIAL  BAY  TO  BREAKERS  RACE  SERVI 


Estimated  Costs 

Pay  Hours 

80  standard  motor  coaches  @  10  hours  800 
30  articulated  motor  coaches  @  8  hoars  240 

Total  1,040 

@  $69/hour*  =  $71,760 


Estimated  Revenues 


Riders 


Revenues 


Adults 

?ull  Fare  (^3)  21,750 
^ast  Pass  {?1)  4,350 

Discount  (Youth,  Seniors,  Handicapped) 
Full  Fare  (i2)  1,450 
Fast  Pass  (^1)  1/450 


$65,250 
4,350 

2,900 

1,450 


Totals 


29,000 


$73,950 


♦Soecial  Motor  Coach  Service  Costing  (attached) 


Cc5t5  S.iCKn  are  Variable  (=11  cr  flveraat  (=21:  J2 
Sf'ECIflL  HOIDR  CDftCH  SERVICE  COSTINS 

Hfll(lttlffflflflff(ffllfflfUffl(MtHt(f(((tfftfHflflifilf(lf 

Prepared  Sy:  PUC.  Finance  Bureau  Dite:  5/2?/£7 

Service  Costed: 

Costs  ShoKfi  ars  Varuble  (  =  !)  cr  ftvs'joe  (=2):  $2 
Characteristics  oi  Service  Costed: 


Ccitir.g  Units  Servics  Heasure  or  Csta  Ur.its/ 

Service  rerisri  Srvc.  Seas. 


VeSide  Hcurs  1.0000 

Vehicle  Hiles  12.0000 

P=y  Hcurs  1.53s0 

V=hiclB  Ysars  0.0000 

Servics  Costs: 

  Ccstine         Unit         Ccst  rer 

Orcaniraticn  Unit            Ccst       Srvc.  fteas. 

Dseraticns 


Fipld  Ops-Eta.  rtots. 

Veh.  Hrs. 

«0.00 

fO.CO 

Field  Ocs-Cther 

Veh..Kr5. 

12. 6S 

$2.65 

Field  Surpcrt 

Pay  Hrs. 

$2i.2i 

540.33 

Safety  &  Trsini.is 

Veh.  Hrs. 

$0.57 

50.57 

D3erat::.i£  Aden. 

Pay  .-Irs. 

10.  :s 

$0.43 

C'peratio.'^E  Tctal 

$43. ?3 

E!ec.-Trc!Uy-:srvi:e 

VshicUs 

$C.O0 

SO.  00 

tlec.-ircliev-Other 

Veh.  .1:5. 

50.00 

fC.CO 

Elec.-Ca:ie  Car-Servic? 

Vehicles 

$0.00 

fO.OO 

EIec. -Cable  Car-Gthsr 

Ven.  his. 

iO.OC 

50.00 

EUc.-ShcsE-Service 

vehicles 

50.00 

50.00 

Ele:.-;ho;s-Other 

V;r;.  Nis. 

50.00 

50.00 

Eiec.-ftdflinistraticn 

v&h.  niE. 

10.00 

10.00 

ftutc.-i:irkUnc-rerv;:e 

Vehicles 

-51,12S.t5 

50.00 

AutD.-Kirrlanc-Dther 

Veh.  His. 

50.11 

$!.2B 

A-tD.-ftrr.y-5Erv:ce 

Vehicles 

Jl.n9.5fl 

fO.OO 

fiulc.-Aray-Other 

Veh.  K:s. 

50.15 

51.74 

fiuto.-=h2ps-Service 

Veh-.cles 

$1,900.58 

50,00 

Aulc.-Shsos-Other 

Veh.  riE. 

50. la 

$2.15 

Auto. -r.e:har.:cal -Service 

Vshicles 

$5,933.65 

$0.00 

Auto. -Mechanical -Other 

Veh.  «is. 

50.56 

56.73 

Auto. -Adain. -Service 

Vehicles 

52,102. M 

50.00 

fluto.-Adoin. -Other 

Veh.  flis. 

$0.24 

$2.S3 

Metrc-Carbsrne-Strvice 

Vehicles 

$0.00 

$0.00 

Hetro-Carborne-Other 

Veh.  Kis. 

50.00 

JO.  00 

netro-Seneva-Ssrvice 

Vehicles 

50.00 

50.00 

Ketro-Ssneva-Other 

Veh.  Mis. 

$0.00 

50.00 

Metro-Shops-Service 

Vehicles 

$356.00 

$0.00 

Hetro- Shops-Other 

Veh.  His. 

$0.03 

50. 3B 

rtetro-P.dfinistration 

Veh.  His. 

$.00 

50.02 

Eqpit.  Engineerinq 

Vehicles 

5624.55 

$0.00 

Eqpfit.  Kntnc.  Adain. 

Veh.  ris. 

50. n 

$1.29 

10.00 

S;;r2l5  1  -vsUti 

Veh. 

fli;. 

tc.co 

fO.OC 

'-T'iZk  flamteicnce 

iC'.CC' 

:;-;scti::nc  i  Cor.trc] 

Veh. 

hrs. 

13.  c: 

fO.03 

11  Prccuis'.cfi 

'.eh. 

*:s. 

.-o.co 

fO.OO 

i"  Trir.sc:rtat:on 

Vs^. 

Hrt. 

jj.  :o 

jC.)0 

vsh.. 

Hr  =  . 

Vsr;. 

Hr-. 

K.C! 

:u05 

F=:.  K-tn:.  ?rjcts. 

5:55.  i: 

$0.00 

rj:,  Untnc.  fidtjn. 

'-'sr. 

Hr;. 

n\c2 

:s,-.2ra!  r.anassr 


I=!l 

1=:!: 

i2 

K-r.r.inz 

veh. 

Hrs. 

HchssdEs  t  Traffic 

Veh. 

HrE. 

tO.M 

JO.  44 

V=h. 

Hrs, 

K.47 

=0.47 

VrK. 

Hrs. 

S1.59 

>3in.-=£ratr2?i5i* 

V=h. 

Hr;. 

$0.S3 

$:.=3 

A;i.:n.-L£=;E  Pvrrts. 

f(.C-70.£'' 

Ve-.. 

H.-S. 

;5.;s 

;3"3r£!  J^inaze:  Total 

$£.?£ 

■::-3:i£t:rn 

Vc.v. : 

:'.0C- 



PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

Crrr  AND  COUNrf  OF  SAN  1  ^ANCl.'WO 


RESOLUTION  No. 


WHEREAS.   The  Municipal  Railway  provides   increased  service  to 
participants  in  the  Bay  to  Breakers  race;  and 

WHEREAS.  In  past  years,  many  runners  boarded  MUNI  vehicles 
after  the  race  without  paying  a  fare  because  , 
currency  which  cannot  be  accepted  in  the  regular  fareboxes.  and 

WHEREAS.   Last  year,    fare  revenues  collected  ^ 
significantly  less  than  the  cost  of  extra  service  provided,  and 

WHEREAS.   A  special  fare  rate  similar  to  that  charged  for 
soecial  CandlesticK  Park  service  would  result   in  increased  fare 
payments  and  addition     revenue  which  would  allow  MUNI  to  recover 
its  costs  to  provide  the  special  service:  and 

WHEREAS.   This  Commission  has  conducted  a  public  bearing  at 

of  San  Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS     As  a  result  of  this  testimony,    this  Commission  has 
deterTnef^haf a%pecial  fare  is  necessary  for  service  provided  for 
the  Bay  to  Breakers  race:    now.    therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED.   That  the  following  fare  schedule  for  the  Municipal 
Railway  be  adopted: 

SPECIAL  BAY  TO  BREAKERS  RACE  SERVICE   (per   round  trip) 

$3 .00  cash:   or  Fast  Pass 
A.     Adult  Fares:  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^3^ 

B  Discouro^ares^^ 

Vi7)  years  ^nd  Senior  ;^nd  Handicapped  Individuals. 

$2.00  cash;   or  Fast  Pass 
plus  $1.00  cash 


/  Hereby  c.rnfy  ,ha,  ,he  foregoing  re.olutu.n  u.s  adop,e.i  hy  ,he  Public  UtiUHes  Cnr.mission 
at  its  meeting  of  — 


Secretary.  Public  Utilities  Commission 


1 

2 
3 
4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

IS 


NO 


RESOLUnON  NO 


(PUBLIC  TRANSPORTATION) 

MAKING  A  FINDING  CONCERNING  PROPOSED  REVISION  OF  THE  MUNICIPAL 

RAILWAY  FARE  SCHEDULE 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  and  County 

of  San  Francisco  on  adopted  Resolution 

[jQ_    revising  the  existing  Municipal  Railway  fare 

schedule ;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  accordance  with  Section  2.25  of  the  Administrative 
Code,  said  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  submitted  to  this  Board, 
in  support  of  said  schedules,  all  of  its  data  upon  which  said  rates 
are  based  and  a  report  of  the  anticipated  effect  of  said  schedules 
upon  the  budget  of  the  Municipal  Railway  for  the  current  1987-88 
fiscal  year  and  the  ensuing  1988-89  fiscal  year;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Board  of  Supervisors  prior  to  voting  upon 
the  approval,  disapproval,  or  amendment  of  the  proposals  embodied  by 
said  resolution,  which  has  been  submitted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
commission,  upon  the  data  hereinabove  referred  to  hereby  finds: 

That  it  is  estimated  that  the  revenue  from  rates,  charges  and 
fares  of  the  Municipal  Railway,  as  effected  by  the  aforesaid  Public 
Utilities  commission  Resolution  will  not  be  sufficient  to  pay  for 
the  balance  of  the  current  and  ensuing  fiscal  years  all  expenses  of 
every  kind  and  nature  incident  to  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
the  Municipal  Railway,  together  with  the  interest  and  sinking  fund 
charges  for  any  bonds  issued  for  the  acquisition,  construction  or 
extension  of  the  Municipal  Railway  without  tax  subsidy. 
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RESOLUTION  NO 


PUBLIC  TRANSPORTATION) 

,PPR0V1NG  A  REVISED  FARE  SCHEDULE  FOR  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  MUNICIPAL 
:AILWAY 

WHEREAS.   The  Public  Utilities  Commission  of   the  City  and 
bounty  of  San  Francisco  adopted  Resolution   


ipproving  a  revised  fare  schedule  for  the  Municipal  Railway,  and 
jroposed  that  schedule  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  and 

WHEREAS,   The  Board  of  Supervisors  has  reviewed  the  rates  as 
provided   in  Section  3.598  of   the  Charter,    now,   therefore,   be  it 

RESOLVED,   That  the  fol lowing  fare  schedule  for  the  Municipal 
Railway  is  adopted  effective   ^  '■ 

SPECIAL  BAY  TO  BREAKERS  RACE  SERVICE   (per   round  trip) 

A.  Adult  Fares:  $3.00  cash;   or  Fast  Pass  plus  $1.00  cash 

B.  Discount  Fares  for   individuals  five   (5)   through  seventeen 
(17)  years  of  age  and  Senior  and  Handicapped  Individuals: 

$2.00  cash;   or  Fast  Pass  plus  $1.00  cash 
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tOAltD  OF  SUPeRVISORS 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


DEPARTMENT  Water 


BRIEF  DESCRIPTION: 


Declaring  a  water  shortage  emergency  and  adopting  a  conservation  program. 


EXPLANATION: 

A.      WATER  SUPPLY  SITUATION 

The  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  system  provides  between  80  and  85 
percent  of  the  water  served  in  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  service 
area.     This  year,    runoff  into  the  Hetch  Hetchy  reservoirs  is  expected  to 
be  only  30  percent  of  normal  and  may  approach  1977  levels,   the  driest 
year  on  record.     This  situation  follows  one  of  the  driest  years  on 
record,   1987.     Current  storage  levels  are  high  relative  to  1976-77 
primarily  due  to  decisions  made  in  January,   1987  to  drastically  reduce 
power  generations.     However,   snowpack  conditions  are  among  the  worst 
recorded  and  the  water  supply  situation  is  critical.     Runoff  into  local 
reservoirs  is  correspondingly  poor  and  may  only  be  enough  to  offset 
evaporation . 

Total  system  storage  is  at  56  percent  of  capacity.     This  storage  would  be 
exhausted  in  approximately  13  months  at  current  consumption  rates  in  the 
absence  of  additional  runoff.     While  this  picture  will  change  with 
completion  of  this  year's  runoff,   the  anticipated  water  supply  is  clearly 
inadequate  to  safely  provide  for  the  domestic  needs  of  the  2.1  million 
people  served  by  the  Hetch  Hetchy  system. 

The  purpose  of  any  extraordinary  conservation  program  is  to  conserve 
water  in  case  of  consecutive  dry  years.     Having  experienced  two 
consecutive  critically  dry  years,   the  danger  lies  in  the  possibility  of  a 

ENCLOSURES:  (List  numerically  and  by  title) 

1.  Water  Rationing  Rules  and  Regulations 

2.  Work  Plan  and  Budget 

3.  Systemwide  Water  Allotment  Summary 

4.  Water  Use  and  Storage  Graphs 


APPROVALS: 


DEPARTMENT  HEAD 

(SFMR,  SFWO.  HHWP): 

MANAGER  OF  UNIT 

PREPARING  CALENDAR  ITEM: 
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third  dry  year  in  1989.     In  fact,   1989  must  provide  greater  than  average 
runoff  to  replenish  storage  while  meeting  total  water  requirements  for 
the  Tuolumne  River  system  and  service  area  consumption.     The  longest  dry 
period  on  record  lasted  seven  years  from  1928-1934.     The  lack  of  any 
proven  accuracy  in  long  range  weather  forecasting  requires  that  water  be 
conserved  at  a  reasonable  level  in  1988  in  case  of  another  dry  year. 

Water  supply  planning  requires  consideration  of  recent  trends  in  water 
use,   and  minimal  operating  conditions. 

Recent  Trends  in  Water  Use 

1.  System-wide  water  use  was  below  1976  levels  even,  with  continued 
growth,   until  1987  when  it  rose  5  percent  above  1976. 

2.  In  1987,   the  first  critically  dry  year,  consumption  increased  6%  over 
1986  despite  a  voluntary  conservation  campaign  calling  for  a  10 
percent  reduction . 

3.  So  far  in  1988,   consumption  is  up  10  percent  over  1987. 
As sump t ions  and  Conditions 

1.  Runoff  in  1988  is  projected  to  total  30  percent  of  normal  for 
planning  purposes,    runoff  in  1989  is  assumed  to  be  just  as  low. 

2.  Total  system  storage  on  July  1,    1989  should  equal  or  exceed  75 
percent  of  water  used  during  1987. 

3.  Consumption  at  25  percent  below  1987  levels  begins  May  1,   1988.  This 
level  of  conservation  can  be  maintained  during  1989  without 
significant  adverse  economic  consequences  or  hardships  to  residential 
consumers . 

Using  these  assumptions  and  conditions,   storage  at  the  end  of  1988 
would  be  at  40  percent  of  capacity,   a  minimum  prudent  level.     Storage  at 
the  end  of  1989  would  be  only  26  percent  of  capacity.     This  level  would 
be  insufficient  to  provide  for  human  consumption,   sanitation  and  fire 
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protection  purposes.     In  1989,  detailed  projections  will  again  be 
made  looking  to  1990.     Depending  on  the  success  of  the  conservation 
program  and  anticipated  runoff,   a  decision  will  be  made  to  either 
ration  water  at  comparable  or  more  severe  levels  or  to  rescind  water 
rationing  entirely. 

The  water  supply  planning  analyses  led  to  recommendations  to  the 
Commission  to  declare  a  water  shortage  emergency  and  adopt  a 
conservation  program  which  includes  strict  water  rationing, 

B.      WATER  RATIONING  PLAN  DEVELOPIVIENT 

The  following  criteria  were  used  in  selecting  an  appropriate  water 
rationing  plan. 

1.  Equitable  availability  of  water  to  householders  for  personal 
needs  whether  in  apartments  or  single-family  residences  and 
recognition  of  previous  conservation  efforts. 

2.  Reduction  in  use  of  water  by  governmental  agencies  and 
businesses  with  as  little  danger  of  increasing  unemployment  or 
deteriorating  individual  businesses  as  possible. 

3.  Reasonable  allowance  for  growth  of  population  or  businesses 
including  new  construct  ion. 

4 .  Maintenance  of  landscaping  at  a  "survival"   level . 

5.  A  workable  plan  that  imposes  the  least  amount  of  additional  cost 
on  the  customer. 

These  criteria,   together  with  the  supply  and  consumption  situation, 
lead  to  a  recommendation  for  a  rationing  plan  designed  to  reduce 
consumption  25  percent  compared  to  1987.     Less  than  25  percent  will 
not  achieve  the  necessary  water  savings  while  still  requiring  a 
mandatory  program  to  limit  consumption.     More  than  25  percent 
increases  the  risk  of   loss  of  jobs  and  hardships  on  residential 
customers . 
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The  most  difficult  part  of  developing  a  rationing  plan  is  selecting 
a  method  to  determine  residential  allocations.     There  are  three 
basic  methods:     individual  or  per  capita  allocations,  uniform 
allocations  by  living  unit  or  percentage  reductions  based  on  the 
prior  years'   consumption  history. 

Method  1:   Individual  (Per  Capita)  Allocations 

This  type  of  plan  provides  that  all  residential  occupants  receive 
the  same  amount  of  water  per  day  with  some  decrease  in  allocation  as 
the  number  of  residents  increase  in  the  living  unit.     The  allocation 
system  provides  equal  distribution  of  water  to  all  customers 
regardless  of  age  or  need.     In  a  rationing  system  where  a  50  percent 
reduction  in  water  consumption  is  required,  and  no  allowance  is  made 
for  irrigation,    laundry  facilities  or  other  individual  needs,  this 
type  of  distribution  is  feasible  and  appropriate. 

The  establishment  of  individual  allocations  would  require  that  a 
census  be  made  to  determine  the  number  of  people  in  each  living  unit 
in  San  Francisco  and  the  suburban  communities.     The  accuracy  of  such 
a  census  may  be  open  to  question.     There  is  also  a  problem  in 
obtaining  this  information  because  a  large  number  of  residences  and 
multiple  dwellings  are  billed  to  persons  who  own,  manage  or  operate 
property  but  do  not  reside  on  the  property. 

The  accuracy  of  responses  to  a  questionnaire  may  be  unreliable  in 
that  some  apartment  house  owners  may  indicate  full  occupancy  whether 
full  at  the  time  or  not.     It  is  possible  that  those  who  respond  with 
accuracy  will  receive  less  water  allocation  than  those  who  give 
false  information.     Due  to  the  large  number  of  changes  in  occupancy 
during  the  year,   it  would  be  a  continuing  problem  to  update  census 
information . 

An  individual  allocation  plan  does  not  allow  for  a  difference  in 
type  of  dwelling  or  landscaping.     Customers  without  lawns  would 
receive  the  same  amount  of  water  as  those  with  large  landscaped 
areas.     In  order  to  achieve  an  overall  25  percent  reduction  in  water 
consumption,  we  do  not  intend  that  watering  of  all  landscaped  areas 
be  completely  stopped. 


ADDITIONAL  ATTACHIVIENTS  (List  numerically  and  by  title) 


PAGE  5 


PUC  CALENDAR  ITEM  # 
DEPARTMENT  Water 


PROJECT: 


EXPLANATION  (Continued): 

Under  this  plan,  dwelling  units  with  laundry  facilities  would 
receive  the  same  amount  of  water  as  units  without  laundry- 
facilities.     There  are  a  large  number  of  our  customers,  who,  because 
of  their  circumstances  or  employment,  may  reguire  a  larger 
allocation  than  the  average  customer  to  meet  their  basic  needs. 

This  type  of  allocation  system  cannot  equitably  distribute  water  at 
a  25  percent  level  of  reduction. 

Method  2:  Uniform  Allocations 

This  type  of  rationing  plan  provides  the  same  allocation  for  each 
living  unit,    regardless  of  the  number  of  people  in  the  unit.  An 
additional  allocation  is  provided  each  residence  for  irrigation 
needs  in  the  summer  months . 

Advantages : 

1.  Individual  homes  would  receive  the  same  amount  of  water  plus 
a  set  amount  for  irrigation  needs  creating  a  perception  of 
equity. 

2.  Multiple  dwelling  units  would  all  be  allotted  the  same 
amount  of  water  per  unit  adding  to  the  perception  of  equi ty . 

3.  A  census  would  not  be  required. 

4.  Easiest  and  least  expensive  to  establish  and  administer. 
Disadvantages : 

1,  The  plan  is  inequitable  to  most  customers.  Occupancy  varies 
within  each  dwelling  unit  and  water  would  not  be  apportioned 
equitably  or  to  the  needs  of  the  customers. 

2.  Some  customers  would  receive  an  allocation  in  excess  of 
thei r  normal  needs  leading  to  waste ,   and  customers  with 
large  families  may  be  required  to  reduce  their  consumption 
below  that  necessary  for  health,   sanitation  and  safety. 
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3.  The  required  25  percent  overall  reduction  would  be  difficult 
to  achieve.     Allotments  must  be  large  enough  to  allow  for  an 
occupancy  of  three  or  four  when  there  are  only  one  or  two 
occupants.     It  may  also  be  necessary  to  increase  a  large 
number  of  individual  allocations. 

4.  Dwelling  units  with  laundry  facilities  would  be  alloted  the 
same  amount  of  water  as  those  units  without  laundry 
facilities. 

As  with  individual  allocations  this  method  cannot  equitably 
distribute  available  water  supplies  and,  moreover,  makes 
conservation  of  supplies  more  difficult. 

Method  3:   Percentage  Allocations 

This  method  of  water  rationing  determines  allocations  as  a 
percentage  of  past  use.     This  method  is  recommended  for  adoption. 
For  implementation  in  1988,   allocations  are  based  on  water  use 
during  calendar  year  1987  for  each  business  and  residential  customer. 

Using  a  formula  which  calculates  the  difference  between  winter 
consumption,   essentially  inside  water  use,   and  the  summer  increase 
in  consumption  due  to  irrigation,   allocations  are  determined  by 
reducing  inside  water  use  10  percent  and  outside  water  use  by  60 
percent.     The  same  formula  is  applied  to  the  consumption  history  of 
the  suburban  resale  customers  to  establish  allocations  at  the 
wholesale  level.     The  resale  customers  can  allocate  water  within 
their  respective  service  areas  in  any  manner  they  choose  provided 
the  alloation  determined  at  the  wholesale  level  is  not  exceeded. 

The  staff  from  the  Water  Department,   and  a  committee  representing 
the  suburban  resale  customers ,   started  planning  a  systemwide  water 
rationing  plan  in  January  1988.     Discussions  had  progressed  to  the 
point  that  there  was  unanimous  agreement  on  the  use  of  prior 
consumption  history  to  determine  allocations  and  on  the  need  to  make 
major  reductions  in  irrigation  use.     These  factors  would  support  the 
objectives  of  protecting  jobs  and  business  and  minimizing  hardship 
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on  residential  customers.     An  agreement  was  also  reached  on  a 
methodology  for  determining  irrigation  use,   basically  the  difference 
between  summer  and  winter  use  for  each  customer.     While  the 
recommended  rationing  plan  is  significantly  different  from  the  draft 
plan  reviewed  by  the  suburban  resale  customers  in  some  respects,  all 
of  the  major  criteria  and  allocation  methods  agreed  on  by  the 
committee  have  been  incorporated  in  this  plan. 

As  with  the  other  methods,  there  are  advantages  and  disadvantages  to 
this  proposed  plan  which  are  listed  below: 

Advantages : 

a)  The  largest  water  users  are  reduced  the  most, 

b)  No  census  is  required. 

c)  Variations  in  weather  conditions  throughout  the  City  and 
suburban  area  be  taken  into  account. 

d)  Variations  in  individual  needs  for  laundry  facilities  and 
personal  needs  will  be  accounted  for. 

Disadvantages : 

a)  Some  customers  may  receive  allocations  higher  than  similar 
customers  because  of  their  past  water  usage  habits. 

b)  The  number  of  individuals  in  each  dwelling  is  not  directly 
considered . 

The  implementation  plan  provides  means  to  mitigate  these 
disadvantages  on  a  case-by-case  basis . 

This  system-wide  rationing  plan  meets  the  criteria  listed  above 
while  providing  the  water  savings  necessary  in  case  of  a  third  dry 
year.     Jobs  and  businesses  are  protected  and  the  hardship  on 
residential  customers  is  minimized.     The  plan  is  equitable  and  water 
consumers  are  treated  in  a  like  manner  whether  in  San  Francisco  or 
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the  suburban  areas.     Previous  conservation  efforts  are  rewarded  in 
that  the  largest  reductions  being  made  are  in  irrigation  use,  the 
greatest  source  of  water  waste. 

C.      IMPLEMENTATION  PLAN 

With  the  approval  of  the  Commission,   the  rationing  plan,  including 
the  water  use  restrictions,  will  become  effective  May  1,   1988  and  be 
in  effect  until  rescinded  or  modified.     All  customers  will  be 
notified  of  individual  allocations  by  June  1,   1988.     Rate  increases 
and  a  schedule  of  excess  use  charges  will  be  brought  to  the 
Commission  for  approval  at  the  regularly  scheduled  meeting  on  May 
24,   1988.     Excess  use  charges,   the  primary  means  of  enforcing  the 
water  allocations  would  then  become  effective  on  July  1,   1988  or  as 
soon  thereafter  as  each  customer  had  one  full  billing  cycle 
following  notification  of  their  allocation. 

The  rationing  plan  includes  a  procedure  whereby  any  customer  who 
feels  they  are  not  treated  equitably  under  this  allocation  method  or 
whose  needs  change  can  write  to  the  Department  to  request  a  change 
in  their  water  allocation.     Simple  pre-printed  forms  will  be 
provided  to  make  it  easy  for  customers  to  apply  for  an  increased 
allocation.     The  request  will  be  promptly  investigated  and  the 
customer  notified.     No  rationing  plan  can  account  for  all  situations 
but  the  exception  procedure  allows  the  Department  to  provide  for 
each  individual  circumstances. 

Restrictions  on  water  waste  and  certain  water  uses  are  a  necessary 
part  of  the  rationing  plan.     In  times  of  scarcity,   lower  priority 
uses  of  water  such  as  washing  sidewalks  must  be  restricted.  The 
exception  procedure  allows  for  lifting  of  the  restrictions  in 
situations  where  public  health  or  safety  considerations  require  it. 
While  the  rationing  plan  includes  allowing  water  for  construction 
and  growth,   the  restrictions  include  requirements  for  conservation 
measures,   particularly  low  water  use  landscaping,   in  new  projects. 
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Service  to  the  Cities  of  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara 

The  Department  is  also  recommending  as  part  of  the  water 
conservation  program  that  service  to  the  Cities  of  San  Jose  and 
Santa  Clara  be  interrupted  for  the  duration  of  the  water  shortage 
emergency.     This  recommendation  is  being  made  on  the  basis  that  1) 
the  water  supply  contracts  with  these  cities  allow  interruption  of 
service,    (2)  these  cities  have  other  sources  of  water  which 
currently  supply  the  majority  of  their  needs,   3)  information 
_provided  by  these  cities  in  the  course  of  contract  negotiations 
during  1986  indicated  sufficient  water  supply  was  available  in  the 
event  of  termination  of  service  by  San  Francisco,   and  4)   the  Hetch 
Hetchy  supply  must  be  conserved  as  much  as  possible  for  those  cities 
and  communities ,    including  San  Francisco,   that  are  totally  dependent 
on  it.     The  total  supply  to  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara  is  6.95  mil. 
gal.  per  day.     This  amount  represents  the  combined  purchases  of  the 
10  smallest  of  the  28  permanent  resale  customers  and  is  a  necessary 
part  of  the  plan  to  reduce  consumption  by  25  percent. 

San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara  have  been  notified  that  this  recommendation 
would  be  made  to  the  Commission.     In  the  interest  of  making  the 
transition  as  smooth  as  possible  and  verifying  that  termination  of 
service  would  not  cause  an  undue  burden,   each  city  was  invited  to 
provide  any  information  they  thought  pertinent  to  this 
recommendation  to  Department  staff. 

Budget 

The  Water  Rationing  Program  budget  is  an  eight   (8)  month  budget 
based  largely  on  experience  gained  from  the  1977  water  supply 
emergency.     The  proposed  funding  of  this  budget  is  through 
reallocations  of  existing  funds  in  the  FY  87-88  budget  and 
supplemental  funds  requested  in  a  resolution  amending  the  FY  88-89 
budget  request.     The  total  program  costs  are     $1,038,410  with 
$389,630  from  FY  87-88  and  $648,780  to  be  added  to  the  FY  88-89 
budget  request . 
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D.     NECESSARY  ACTIONS 

The  attachments  to  this  explanation  include  a  resolution  required 
for  approving  rationing  both  within  San  Francisco  and  in  the 
suburban  areas  and  the  supporting  budget,   the  recommended  rationing 
plan,   a  chart  showing  monthly  allocations  on  a  systemwide  basis, 
graphs  showing  projections  of  storage  and  water  consumption  through 
1989,   information  on  the  various  activities  which  make  up  the 
complete  conservation  program  and  detailed  budget  and  funding 
information . 

Approval  of  the  attached  resolution  will  declare  a  water  shortage 
emergency,   adopt  a  conservation  program  which  includes  rationing  at 
both  the  retail  level  in  San  Francisco  and  at  the  wholesale  level 
with  the  suburban  customers,   allow  interruption  of  temporary  water 
service  to  the  cities  of  San  Jose  and  Santa  Clara  and  provide 
funding  to  operate  the  program  for  an  8  month  period. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
STATEMENT  ON   BEHALF  OF  BAY  AREA  WATER  USERS  ASSOCIATION 
 April   28,  1988  


My  name  is  Ray  McDevitt.     I  am  appearing  on  behalf  of 
the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association.     The  Association  is 
comprised  of  the  30  cities,  water  districts  and  other  agencies  in 
San  Mateo,   Santa  Clara  and  Alameda  Counties  which  obtain  water 
from  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  on  a  wholesale  basis, ^ 
These  neighboring  communities  are  the  major  users  of  the  water 
furnished  by  the  San  Francisco  system.     Last  year,    for  example, 
approximately  64%  of  the  water  distributed  by  the  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  was  delivered  to  the  resale  agencies.     About  1.3 
million  people  live  in  the  combined  service  areas  of  these 
agencies.     Simply  by  virtue  of  their  size,   the  success  of  the  San 
Francisco  water  conservation  program  depends  on  the  enthusiasm 
and  wholehearted  cooperation  of  your  neighbors. 

Eleven  years  ago,    in  the  spring  of  1977,    in  the  second 
year  of  drought,   with  reservoirs  standing  at  historic  lows,  San 
Francisco  asked  all  its  customers— both  in  the  City  and  in  the 
suburban  areas— to  reduce  water  use  by  25%.     Residents  in  all 
areas  stepped  up  to  that  challenge  and  we  met— indeed  surpassed 
—the  goals.     Use  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  water  in 


^       A  list  of  those  agencies  is  attached,   as  is  a  map  showing 
their  composite  service  areas. 


suburban  areas  went  down  by  about  15%  in  the  first  year  of  the 
drought.     A  further  cutback  in  the  second  year  brought  usage  down 
by  a  total  of  35%  from  the  year  before  the  drought's  onset.  So 
— your  neighbors  have  shown  they  can  do  the  job,    if  need  be. 

There  are,  however,  some  important  differences  between 
the  drought  of  1976-77  and  the  conditions  of  this  year: 

1.  The  drought  in  1976-77  was  statewide — it  affected 
all  communities  to  some  degree,   and  the  entire  Bay  Area  felt  the 
burdens  of  mandatory  conservation.     This  time,   shortages  are  more 
localized:     EBMUD  and  San  Francisco  are  the  only  major  urban 
systems  in  the  State  to  be  considering  significant  mandatory 
rationing.     Closer  to  home,   the  story  is  much  the  same.  Marin 
County,    for  example,  which  was  struggling  last  time,   now  has 
ample  supplies  and  rationing  is  not  anticipated. 

2.  Storage  was  very  low  in  the  San  Francisco  system 
in  the  spring  of  1977— less  than  25%  of  capacity.      This  year,  the 
system's  reservoirs  are  in  much  better  shape--as  of  the  present 
they  are  about  60%  full,  which  is  actually  more  water  than  last 
year  and  more  water  than  the  reservoirs  hold  this  time  of  the 
year  on  average.     We  recognize  that  the  snowpack  is  low  and  run- 
off forecasts  are  dismal.     Beginning  conservation  measures  now  is 
a  sensible  precaution.     Nonetheless,   the  fact  remains  that  we're 
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not  in  the  same  situation  as  in  the  spring  of  1977  when  a  25%  cut 
was  last  called  for. 


3.       In  1977  the  City  asked  for  25%  cutbacks  from  its 
own  residents  and  the  same  25%  from  its  wholesale  customers.  The 
plan  presented  to  you  today,   however,   while  it  would  achieve  an 
overall  25%  system-wide  reduction,   distributes  that  cutback 
unevenly  between  the  City  and  the  suburban  areas.     As  a  chart 
prepared  by  SFWD  shows,   the  impact  of  the  proposed  90%/40% 
formula  is  a  14%  reduction  in  City  use   (calculated  over  a  12 
month  period)   but  a  27%  reduction  in  the  suburbs:     nearly  double. 
Those  figures  actually  understate  the  impact  on  the  suburbs 
during  the  upcoming  summer  and  fall  months. 

For  example,  the  formula  would  produce  the  following 
reductions : 

June/July  city  -  13%  Suburbs  -  35% 

August/September        city  -  14%  Suburbs  -  35% 

For  some  agencies  the  news  is  even  worse:     for  example,  the 
90%/40%  formula  would  require  Hillsborough  to  cut  back  by  46%  in 
the  upcoming  summer  months.     To  be  fair,   the  two-tier  formula  was 
not  something  dreamed  up  by  the  Water  Department  in  isolation.  A 
committee  of  staff  representatives  from  the  SFWD  and  five 
suburban  customers  met  three  or  four  times  from  early  January  to 
early  March  to  see  if  a  uniform  approach  to  rationing  could  be 
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developed.     The  concept  of  focusing  on  summer  irrigation  use 
actually  originated  with  the  resale  agencies. 

Those  exploratory  meetings,  while  promising,  never 
reached  much  beyond  the  committee  members  themselves.     The  last 
meeting  of  the  committee  was  in  early  March  when  the  word  from 
the  Water  Department  was  that  a  lo%  reduction  would  be  all  that 
might  be  needed.     That  was  still  the  message  as  of  the  end  of 
March  and  the  suburban  customers  were  all  taken  by  surprise  a  few 
days  later  when  a  25%  reduction  was  announced  at  a  meeting  in 
Millbrae. 

The  Association  is  not  challenging  the  two-tier  formula 
nor  the  idea  that  it's  appropriate  to  seek  steeper  reductions  in 
summer  irrigation  use.     But  it's  important  for  the  Commission  and 
City  residents  to  know  that  the  25%  overall  reduction  depends  for 
its  achievement  on  considerably  more  contributions  from  your 
resale  customers. 


These  differences  in  environmental  circumstances  and 
the  philosophical  approach  to  conservation  have  led  your 
wholesale  customers  to  develop  some  specific  recommendations  and 
requests  to  the  Commission.     What  follows  represents  the 
positions  endorsed  by  members  of  the  Association  at  a  meeting  on 
Tuesday,   April  26,   at  which  representatives  from  24  of  the  30 
agencies  were  present,   including  all  the  major  customers  such  as 
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Alameda  County  Water  District,   California  Water  Service  Company, 
Palo  Alto,   Mountain  View,   Sunnyvale,   Hayward  and  Redwood  City, 
individual  cities  and  districts  may  have  additional  points  to 
make.     The  recommendations  I  present  to  you  reflect  the  consensus 
of  the  operating  officers,   managers  and  engineers  from  major 
resale  agencies  which  collectively  account  for  95%  of  water  use 
outside  the  City. 


QNE:  BASE  WATER  CONSERVATION  GOAL  ON  THE  FACTS 

We  urge  the  Commissioners  to  take  the  time  to  fully 
understand  the  water  supply  situation  and  the  impacts  of 
conservation  at  different  levels  on  water  storage  goals.     A  25% 
cutback  isn't  justified  because  that  was  the  percentage  asked  for 
in  1977  or  because  it's  what  EBMUD  recently  asked  for.  The 
situation  in  1977  and  the  storage  situation  at  EBMUD  now  are  both 
quite  different  from   (and  worse  than)   the  conditions  affecting 
the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  and  the  Hetch  Hetchy  system 
now.     From  what  we  have  been  told  by  Water  Department  staff  and 
from  What  appears  in  the  April  21  report,   the  ultimate  goal  of 
the  25%  annualized  cut  is  to  have  particular  amounts  in  storage 
at  the  end  of  1988  and  in  July  1989  assuming  that  the  next  winter 
is  critically  dry,   equal  to  the  record  drought  year  of  1976-77. 
The  Association  does  not  question  those  goals  or  the  use  of 
conservative  assumptions.     However,   our  engineers'  calculations 
show  that  a  25%  cut  in  consumption  is  more  than  is  needed  to 
achieve  them.     A  summary  of  these  calculations  is  attached;  one 
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was  given  to  city  engineers  yesterday  morning,   along  with 
supporting  calculations.     Basically,   what  the  chart  shows  is  that 
if  the  Hetch  Hetchy  System  is  operated  to  maximize  water 
conservation  and  delivery,   with  power  generation  being  merely 
incidental,   then  your  staff's  targets  for  storage  at  the  end  of 
the  year  can  be  met  with  far  less  stringent  rationing. 

The  Hetch  Hetchy  Project  is  complex  and  we  aren't 
saying  that  our  evaluations  are  the  final  word.     But  we  do  think 
they  warrant  a  careful  evaluation  and  consideration  by  the 
commission.     Basically,   we  are  asking  that  Commissioners  select 
that  level  of  conservation  which  is  shown  to  be  stringent  enough 
to  achieve  your  pre-announced  water  storage  goals  but  not  more 
stringent  than  necessary,   taking  recent  snowfall  and  precipi- 
tation into  account  in  those  forecasts.     Once  that's  done,  you 
can  count  on  the  support  and  full  cooperation  of  your  neighboring 
communities.     until  that  has  been  done,   however,  lingering 
questions  about  the  necessity  for  and  reasonableness  of  the  plan 
may  hamper  an  all-out  conservation  effort. 

"^WO:  KEEP  THE  WATER  IN  THE  RESERVOIRS 

We  understand  the  central  goal  of  the  conservation  plan 
is  to  keep  sufficient  water  in  the  City's  reservoirs  to  guard 
against  the  possibility  of  a  third  dry  winter  in  1988-89.  This 
makes  sense.     But  the  operational  projections  your  Department  is 
developing  show  that  it  plans  to  release  water  from  mountain 
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reservoirs  at  rates  that  may  exceed  those  needed  to  meet 
downstream  water  rights  and  Bay  Area  water  demand.     As  a  result, 
water  storage  levels  in  mountain  reservoirs  are  projected  to 
drop,   and  on  that  basis,   apparently,   your  staff  is  saying  we  need 
to  cut  back  water  usage.     But  something  doesn't  add  up  here. 

If  we  are  in  a  critically  dry  year  and  you're  going  to 
ask  suburban  communities  to  cut  back  water  use  by  over  30%  during 
the  upcoming  summer,   then  why  in  the  world  would  you  release 
water  from  those  very  same  reservoirs  you  are  telling  us  to 
conserve  in  order  to  keep  filled?     And  why  would  you  base 
conservation  plans  on  reservoirs  which  may  have  been  drained  down 
faster  than  is  needed  simply  to  meet  reduced  water  demand  in  the 
Bay  Area?     The  answer  is  that  your  staff's  projections  show  that 
Hetch  Hetchy  plans  to  continue  generating  electric  power  during 
the  summer  at  rates  that  seem  inappropriate  when  you're  asking 
your  neighbors   (who  also  happen  to  be  co-grantees  under  the  Raker 
Act)    to  go  without.      It's  worth  noting  that  EBMUD  completely  shut 
down  its  Sierra  power  plant  in  March  of  last  year. 

A  few  months  ago  members  of  this  Commission  assured  me 
that  the  new  power  contracts  the  City  was  considering  with  the 
irrigation  Districts  the  would  not  jeopardize  the  system's 
ability  to  meet  water  demands  in  the  Bay  Area.     Mr.  Coffey 
assured  me  that  the  system  was,   and  would  remain,   a  water  system 
first  and  foremost.     i  hope  that  is  still  the  case.     if  it  is-we 
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would  ask  the  Commission  to  formally  direct  the  Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  and  Power  Department  today  to  make  water  conservation  and 
delivery  the  priority  for  operations  during  this  summer  and  fall. 
That  is,   we  ask  that  you  order  that  there  be  no  releases  for 
power  production  above  those  needed  to  meet  Irrigation  District 
water  rights,   downstream  flow  requirements,   and  Bay  Area  water 
deliveries.     If  power  production  is  only  incidental  to  water 
delivery,   we  think  the  reservoirs  will  remain  at  comfortable 
levels  without  the  need  for  crisis  atmosphere  rationing  in  the 
Bay  Area. 


 SEEK  OUT  SUPPLEMENTARY  SOURCES  OF  WATFP 

The  State's  water  system  is  a  complex,  interlocked 
grid.     AS  we  have  seen,   the  rest  of  the  State  is  not  facing  the 
same  stresses  as  the  Tuolumne  River  watershed  is.     other  water 
agencies  are  in  relatively  good  shape- j udging  from  newspaper 
accounts,   some  even  have  surplus  water  to  sell. 

There  may  be  legal  obstacles  or  operational  problems 
with  some  Of  these  other  sources.     But  necessity  is  the  mother  of 
invention.     The  City  played  a  helpful  role  in  an  elaborate 
exchange  arrangement  that  brought  Southern  California  water  to 
Marin  County  in  1977.     similarly  creative  solutions  may  be 
possible  today.     We  ask  that  the  Commission  recognize  the 
interdependence  of  Hetch  Hetchy  and  direct  its  staff  to  explore 
options  for  getting  water  on  a  temporary  basis.     One  such  option 
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is  asking  the  Modesto  and  Turlock  Irrigation  Districts  to  allow 
the  New  Don  Pedro  Water  Bank  to  go  negative  this  summer.  A 
second  is  asking  for  Department  of  Water  Resources  assistance  in 
obtaining  State  water,   as  the  City  did  during  the  1976-77 
drought.     we  would  ask  that  you  have  the  staff  report  back  to  the 
commission  on  its  efforts   (and  the  results)   at  your  next  regular 
meeting  and  to  share  that  report  with  your  resale  customers. 

At  its  meeting  on  Tuesday,  Association  members  passed  a 
resolution  urging  the  Commission  to  give  due  consideration  to  the 
hardship  that  an  interruption  of  service  would  create  in  those 
communities.     A  copy  of  the  resolution  is  also  attached  to  this 
statement. 


CONCLUSION 

Your  focus  today  is  on  the  water  system's  reservoirs. 
There  is  another  sort  of  reservoir  I  hope  the  Commission  will 
keep  in  mind  in  deciding  on  the  proper  course.     That  is  the 
reservoir  of  goodwill  and  trust  in  the  City's  stewardship  of  this 
great  public  works  project  which  now  exists  in  neighboring 
communities.     Recent  years  have  seen  collaborative  efforts 
between  the  City  and  resale  customers  on  matters  of  common 
concern.     We  have  supported  you  in  challenges  to  the  Hetch  Hetchy 
system  in  Congress,   by  the  Department  of  the  Interior,   and  in 
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Sacramento.     The  reservoirs  of  goodwill  are  high.     But  they  could 
be  quickly  lost  through  the  City's  enactment  of  a  rationing  plan 
that  was  shown  to  be  excessive,   not  based  on  fact,  self-serving 
or  unfair  to  your  neighbors. 


Thank  you. 


RAY  McDEVITT 
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MEMBERS  OF  THE 
BAY  AREA  WATER  USERS  ASSOCIATION 


SAN  MATEO  COUNTY 

Belmont  County  Water  District 

City  of  Brisbane 

City  of  Burlingarae 

California  Water  Service  Company 

Coastside  County  Water  District 

Cordilleras  Mutual  Water  Association 

City  of  Daly  City 

East  Palo  Alto  Water  District 

Estero  Municipal  Improvement  District 

Guadalupe  Valley  Municipal  Improvement  District 

Town  of  Hillsborough 

Los  Trancos  County  Water  District 

City  of  Menlo  Park 

City  of  Millbrae 

North  Coast  County  Water  District 

Palomar  Park  Water  District 

City  of  Redwood  City 

City  of  San  Bruno 

Skyline  County  Water  District 

Westborough  County  Water  District 


SANTA  CLARA  COUNTY 

City  of  Milpitas 

City  of  Mountain  View 

City  of  Palo  Alto 

Purissima  Hills  Water  District 

City  of  San  Jose    (Alviso  Area) 

City  of  Santa  Clara 

Stanford  University 

City  of  Sunnyvale 


ALAMEDA  COUNTY 


Alameda  County  Water  District 
City  of  Hayward 


SAN  FRANCISCO  BAY  AREA  WATER  USERS  ASSOCIATION  SERVICE  AREAS 


Conservation  Estimated  System 

Goals  (%)  Estimated  Impacts  (%)  Storage*  (AF) 


Inside 

Outside 

Cilv 

Suburbs 

Svstcm-wide 

12/31/88** 

6/30/89*** 

10 

60 

12.8 

26.2 

21.8 

384.606 

261,035 

10 

40 

11.7 

19.7 

17.1 

375.521 

245,617 

10 

20 

10.6 

13.3 

12.4 

366.435 

230,200 

10 

10 

10.0 

10.0 

10.0 

361.893 

222,491 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

344.682 

189.546 

Local  SFWD  reservoirs.  Helch  Helchy  Reservoir,  and  Lloyd-Eleanor  Rcscrvoire. 
Assumplions:    1)  Cherry  Creek  Aqueduct  is  in  full  operauon  year-round. 

2)  Local  SFWD  reservoirs  coninbule  60  MGD. 

3)  Inflows  to  Sierra  reservoirs  are  equivalenl  lo  1976-77  condilions. 

4)  Inflows  to  local  SFWD  reservoirs  are  zero.  ^  a  c 
Target  storage  al  12/31/88  is  one-lhird  of  system  storage  or  approximately  300.000  Ah. 
Target  storage  al  6/30/89  is  three-quarters  of  pnor  year's  demand  or  approximately  245.000  AF. 


RESOLUTION 
OF  THE  BAY  AREA  WATER  USERS 
ASSOCIATION 

WHEREAS,  the  tnt^nt  of  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department ' s  recommended 
water  rationing  program  Is  to  reduce  system-wide  water  demand  compared  to  1987; 
and 

WHEREAS.  It  is  the  stated  Intent  of  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
that  this  reduction  shall  be  implemented  with  minimum  impact  on  business, 
employment  and  quality  of  life;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  represents  thirty  suburban 
users  of  Hetch  Hctchy  water;  and 

UHEREAS.  It  is  the  intent  of  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  to 
assure  that  none  of  the  Individual  suburban  users  shall  suffer  any  undue 
hardship  as  a  result  of  this  proposed  water  rationing  program; 

NOW.  THEREFORE.  BE  IT  RESOLVED  that  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association 
shall  advise  each  of  Us  suburban  users  to  document  any  hardship  conditions 
which  are  anticipated  as  a  result  of  this  proposed  water  rationing  plan  and 
communicate  that  to  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  and  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission. 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  hereby 
urges  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  and  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  to  review  and  consider  each  hardship  submitted  on  a  case  by  case 
basis . 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED  that  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  recommends 
that  San  Francisco  Waiter  Department  and  the  Snn  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  also  consider  hardships  to  the  in ter rupt lb le  water  supply  beioR 
furnished  to  the  cities  of  Santa  Clara  and  San  Jose  in  a  manner  similar  to  that 
of  the  other  suburban  users. 

PASSED  AND  ADOPTED  this  26th  day  April.   1988.  by  a  vote  of  20  Yea.  0  No.  4 
Abstain. 


F.  I).  Pursell 
Secretary 


STATEMENT  BY  AL  ADREVENO 
ON  BEHALF  OF   COASTS IDE  COUNTY  WATER 

SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

 April  28,  1988  

My  name  is  Al  Adreveno.     I  am  a  member  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  Coastside  County  Water  District.     Coastside  is  a 
local  governmental  agency  which  serves  a  population  of 
approximately  13,000  people  in  the  City  of  Half  Moon  Bay  and 
nearby  unincorporated  communities  in  San  Mateo  County.  We 
have  been  one  of  your  resale  customers  for  over  40  years.  I 
have  lived  on  the  Coastside  for  over  35  years  and  have  had  the 
honor  of  serving  on  the  Half  Moon  Bay  City  Council  and  as  its 
Mayor  for   four  terms  before  being  elected  to  the  Water 
District  Board  six  years  ago.     So  I  know  our  community,   and  I 
know  how  vital  water   is  to  the  Coastside. 

San  Francisco  is  our  principal  source  of  supply.  During 
1987,   approximately  65%  of  the  water  we  distributed  came  from 
the  San  Francisco  Water  Department's  Pilarcitos  Lake.     We  have 
developed  local  sources   (a  series  of  wells,  infiltration 
galleries  and  one  surface  stream);   and  these  supplement  the 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  supply.     But  the  backbone  of 
the  system  is  San  Francisco's  Pilarcitos  Lake. 
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During  the  1976-77  drought,  San  Francisco  asked  us,  along 
with  other  suburban  customers   (and  its  own  in-City  customers) 
to  cut  back  use  by  25%.     We  met  his  challenge,  reducing  use 
overall  by  27%.     That  wasn't  easy  because  our  per  capita  use, 
like  San  Francisco's,   is  low:     less  than  100  gallons  per 
capita  per  day.     So,  we  were  starting  from  a  lower  base  than 
many  communities.     But  we  did  our  share  because  we  recognized 
the  need  and  because  we  felt  the  conservation  plan  San 
Francisco  put  into  place  was  fair. 

This  time,  however,   I'm  sorry  to  say,  the  situation  is 
quite  different.     Your  staff  has  proposed  a  formula  which  will 
require  cutbacks  much  more  severe  than  those  we  were  asked  to 
make — and  did  make — during  the  worst  drought  in  the  last 
hundred  years.     The  chart  we  received  on  Monday  from  the  Water 
Department  calculates  the  cutback  in  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  water  to  Coastside  at  35%  over  calendar  year  1988. 
In  fact,  that  figure,  while  high,  substantially  understates 
the  impact.     Let  me  give  you  the  cutback  figures  month  by 
month: 


Month  Reduction  in  SFWD  Water 


May  3  8% 

June  41% 

July  43% 

August  46% 

September  45% 

October  42% 
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That's  a  tough  program  for  anyone,  but  it's  particularly 
damaging  for  Coastside  because  of  our  unique  situation.  Our 
principal  industry  is  floriculture— growing  roses  and  other 
ornamental  flowers  in  both  greenhouses  and  open  fields. 
Flower  growers  have  always  been  careful  of  water  and;  since 
the  last  drought,  they  have  installed  systems  to  capture 
rainwater,  reuse  and  recycle  water,  utilize  groundwater  if 
available  and  otherwise  limit  their  demands  on  our  Water 
District.     Nevertheless,  approximately  15%-20%  of  our  sales 
are  to  the  floriculture  industry.     Naturally,  this  demand  is 
concentrated  in  the  dry  summer  and  fall  months.     So,  unlike 
other  areas  in  the  region— including  San  Francisco— the  higher 
use  in  summer  is  tied  to  economic  necessity— not  residential 
lawn  watering.     We  can't  look  to  local  sources  to  make  up 
cutbacks  of  the  magnitude  proposed  by  your  staff  because  some 
of  the  local  sources  are  unavailable  during  the  summer  due  to 
water  rights  constraints  and  others  simply  diminish  naturally 
during  the  summer,  particularly  in  dry  years  such  as  this.  As 
best  as  we  can  foresee — taking  both  San  Francisco  and  our 
local  sources  into  account — we're  looking  at  overall  cuts  of 
3 2% -3 7%  this  summer , 

Water  reductions  that  steep  will  have  a  devastating  impact  on 
our  principal  industry  and  send  shock  waves  through  the  local 
economy.     One  of  the  professed  goals  of  the  Water  Department 
staff  plan  is  to  avoid  harming  businesses  or  putting  people 
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out  of  work.  But  that  is  just  what  the  formula  in  the  staff 
plan  will  do  in  the  Half  Moon  Bay  area  because  of  our  unique 
water  supply  and  demand  situation. 

We  understand  that  the  staff  plan  includes  an  exception 
procedure  under  which  customers  who  feel  they  have  particular 
hardship  situations  can  ask  the  Water  Department  for  an 
allowance  of  extra  water. 

This  variance  procedure  is  a  useful  safety  valve  for 
individual  in-City  retail  customers  because  no  plan,  no 
matter  how  detailed,  can  anticipate  every  individual  case. 
And,  if  it's  the  only  choice,  we  certainly  think  it  should  be 
available  at  the  wholesale  customer  level  as  well;  and  we  will 
surely  be  requesting  an  exception.     However,   I  don't  think 
it's  good  management  to  create  a  set  of  rules  that  impose 
extreme  measures  on  a  significant  class  of  customers  and  then 
rely  on  unwritten  exceptions  to  be  worked  out  in  Water 
Department  offices.     This  approach  creates  the  potential  for 
arbitrary  action,  leaves  everyone  with  uncertainty  and  the 
suspicion  of  favoritism.     If  the  exception  process  is 
unchecked,   it  can  undermine  achievement  of  the  overall  goal. 
The  idea  is  particularly  unsuitable  when  the  customers  are 
public  agencies  and  your  neighboring  communities. 
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A  better  approach  would  be  to  set  conservation  goals  that 
everyone  can  meet  and  is  prepared  to  meet.     You  can  then 
dispense  with  the  need  for  negotiated  individual  exceptions, 
at  least  at  the  wholesale  agency  level.     From  what  we  have 
heard,  we  think  an  overall  15%  reduction  from  1987  use 
requested  of  both  in-City  customers  and  neighboring 
communities  is  an  appropriate  goal.     It  is  one  we  can  commit 
to  achieve.     If  the  situation  worsens  in  the  future,  the 
goals  can  be  adjusted  as  needed  to  respond  to  the  facts  as 
they  develop. 

In  closing,  Mr.  President  and  Commissioners,   I  leave  you 
with  the  following  requests  from  the  Coastside  County  Water 
District: 

Fi£st,  please  consider  carefully  the  conservation  goals 
you  choose.     A  cutback  which  is  more  severe  than  the  facts 
justify  can  create  resistance  and  skepticism.     In  the  long 
run,   that  will  be  just  as  damaging  as  the  opposite  mistake  of 
ignoring  the  need  for  prudent  conservation. 

Second,  try  to  develop  a  plan  which  does  not  depend  for 
its  success  on  everyone  getting  behind-the-scenes  exceptions. 
In  other  words,  build  it  right  from  the  start  rather  than 
relying  on  exceptions  to  solve  all  problems  with  a  poorly 
designed  system. 
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Finally,   if  you  do  accept  the  staff  plan  as  proposed, 
please  provide  clear  direction  to  your  General  Manager  to 
grant  exceptions  in  situations  such  as  Coastside's  where 
summer  water  use  is  the  lifeblood  of  our  economy. 


Thank  you. 


ALBERT  ADREVENO 
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